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VOTE NATIONAL FRONT 


Why did White Rhodesians 


vote for surrender? 


Last month, in the Referendum on the 
new multi-raciai Constitution, the Rhodesian 
Whites voted an overwhelming ‘Yes’ to Black 
‘Majority Rule’ in their country. By this act, 
White Rhodesians did something which no 
other people has ever done in history before 
— they voluntarily surrendered the 
sovereignty of their own nation by voting to 
be ruled over by another alien race. 

Why did they do it? Why did this 
sturdy race of descendants of British empire 
builders voluntarily commit national suicide, 
and actually vote for their own exit from 
history? 

The answer is quite simple. They were 
made to believe that they had no alternative 
by the propaganda power of the media, a 
media which instead of being placed firmly 
at the service of the national interest and the 
cause of the White man was permitted to 
work in the cause of anti-national, anti- 
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White interests. The Rhodesian White man’s 
strength of will, his confidence in himself 
and the rightness of his cause had been 
systematically rotted over the years by the 
propaganda of this liberal news media, which 
daily fed him the lie that surrender was 
inevitable, that White Rhodesia could not 
survive economically or win the war against 
terrorism unless the country was looked 
favourably upon by ‘world opinion’ i.e. by 
international liberalism. Despite the fact that 
this was contrary to all evidence, and 
contrary even to some of the admissions of 
Ian Smith himself, this was the belief with 
which thousands of spiritless, confused 
Rhodesians went to the polling booths to 
vote ‘Yes’ in the Referendum. 

Ian Smith had himself confessed at a 
press conference in Durban, South Africa 
that “the will of the people is there to carry 
on and there is no time limit. The conflict 
could carry on for decades.” As recently as 
last month Smith admitted: “God has 
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blessed Rhodesia with fantastic resources 
and the rest of the world knows that. I know 
of the incredible things that this country can 
produce. Not only things like mineral wealth 
but our fantastic farmers and what they can 
produce. In countries around us people are 
starving and yet look at us: we have got 
wheat pouring out of our ears. We don’t 
know what to do with it all.” 

In other words, on Smith’s own 
admission, White Rhodesia could have 
carried on. It did not do so because Ian 
Smith himself set Rhodesia deliberately on 
the course of surrender, and to that end the 
news and broadcasting media were mobilised 
to sell the policy to the people. This was the 
reason why Director General of the 
Rhodesian Broadcasting Corporation Harvey 
Ward and many of his staff were peremp- 
torily sacked and replaced with men willing 
to toe the surrender line. As for the liberal 
newspapers, they had campaigned for years 
in the subtlest way against the position of 
the White man in Rhodesia and in favour of 
multi-racialism, with absolutely no restraint 
placed upon them by the government. Since 
UDI, Rhodesia should have been fighting a 
war, a war not only against terrorism but 
against propaganda subversion and defeatism. 
Yet never did the government intervene as 
in war-time to stamp out from the press the 
deliberate sapping of national morale. 

All this only confirms the rightness of 
those in South Africa involved in the so- 
called ‘Muldergate scandal’ who felt that 
they needed to resort to any means to 
counter the influence of the anti-White 
press and broadcasting media. The only 
remarkable thing is that it was necessary for 
them secretly to divert public funds to 
finance a pro-White, pro-Government news- 
paper instead of openly and legally placing 
the resources of the media at the service of 
White interests and suppressing outright 
those elements in the press serving anti- 
national interests. Such a policy could have 
saved Rhodesia and could still save South 
Africa. 

As a postscript to the Rhodesian 
Referendum, it was recently revealed what 


hidden influences were brought to bear upon 
Ian Smith to pursue a policy of national 
surrender. A matter of days before the 
Referendum, the Rhodesian Herald (26.1.79) 
carried the headline, ‘Five Year Plan For 
Rhodesia’. The story ran: “A 3,500 million 
dollar development plan announced yester- 
day by the Government provides for massive 
rural development, the beginnings of a 
satellite communications system, extensive 
electrification of the railways and the start 
of colour television . . . The five-year plan 
assumes the country will be accepted 
politically and economically by the rest of 
the world. Finance for the country’s develop- 
ment will come from international borrowing 
and international aid, mainly the United 
Nations and the World Bank.” 

So there we have it. The ‘world 
opinion’ that had to be appeased turns out, 
as always where White retreat is concerned, 
to be the rapacious forces of international 
finance, which have bribed and browbeaten 
the Rhodesian leadership for a mess of 
pottage into becoming “accepted politically 
and economically by the rest of the world.” 


Fighting industrial anarchy 


The strike chaos that has recently 
engulfed Britain has again highlighted the 
two major issues of industrial unrest, neither 
of which is ready to be grasped by the Tories 
who are so anxious to make political capital 
out of it. 

The root cause of this chaos is the 
imposition of wage controls in the absurd 
belief that incomes policies have anything to 
do with the ability to control inflation. 
They do not. It is of course a nonsense to 
expect workers to accept a 5 per cent pay 
limit in these times when in many of the 
industries concerned they deserve four times 
that. Such wage restrictions, whilst providing 
the ammunition for industrial anarchy, 
completely miss the point in the control of 
inflation. This can only be achieved by 
restricting the uncontrolled flow of credit 
into the economy by the banks ahead of real 
increases in production and national wealth, 
which thus pushes up prices which in turn 
push up wage demands. Such demands are 
consequently the result, not the cause of 
inflation. The fall in inflation, to the extent 
that this has happened in real terms rather 
than on paper, is due not to wage controls 
but to a variety of factors not least of which 
is a half-hearted reversion to ‘monetarist’ 
policies, reflected also in a rise in unemploy- 
ment. Inflation can only be cured, however, 
by a proper grip upon the banking system, 
under which the government alone will 
control and regulate the increase of new 
money, debt-free, equating it with the real 
increase in the gross national product. 

Into the present situation of bungling 
attempts to ‘control’ inflation comes the 
ruthless Red element in the trade union 
movement which is determined to exploit 
pay grievances and bring about social and 


industrial anarchy through crippling strikes 
and blockades in carefully selected areas of 
key industry, often through sheer violence 
and gangsterism. Conservative party preten- 
sions to curb this element in trade unionism 
are doomed to failure, rooted as they are in 
class warfare attitudes, an inability to 
grapple with the root causes of Britain’s 
economic ills as great as that of the Labour 
party, and a feebleness which advocates 
bribery in industrial relations rather than 
firm leadership. The fiasco of the Heath 
period should convince anyone of the total 
inability of the Conservative party to handle 
industrial relations. 

None of these factors applies to the 
National Front, which not only has the 
policies necessary to get to grips with 
inflation but which stands above class and 
above all sectional and vested interest. And 
it is important for us in the National Front 
to understand that we mean all sectional 
interest, including that section represented 
by the trade union bosses. The National 
Front is no more a party of trade unionism 
than it isa party of big business and financial 
interests. Nor are we a party of one class 
against another class. The National Front is 
a party that is determined to govern this 
country, with the will to subordinate to the 
national interest as a whole those powerful 
estates whose power is now out of control, 
particularly the City, the media and the 
trade union barons. 

With this understanding of our task 
firmly in our minds, we are able to offer 
British workers what they have never been 
offered before — the economic policies of a 
national party which will really protect their 
wage packets against inflation and cure 
unemployment. And against this background 
we will be in a position to act resolutely, and 
with all the force of the law, against 
gangsterism and sabotage by trade union 
extremists. 


Interpreting patriotism 


It was the question of sectional interest 
groups which prompted an article in the 
Sunday Telegraph last month on the subject 
of patriotism. Written by Dr. John Rae, 
Head Master of Westminster School, it began 
with a disarming appearance of extolling the 
virtues of patriotism, but soon revealed itself 
to be a diatribe of undiluted liberal poison. 

Patriotism, according to this guardian 
of our educational elite, serves principally to 
facilitate a cause which he alleges is “close to 
the hearts of many young people,” namely 
the “need to develop a sense of the oneness 
of mankind.” By loving one’s own country 
one is able to understand the people of other 
countries; thus nationalism serves principally 
to achieve the ideal of internationalism! 

Dr. Rae follows this gem of reasoning 
by pointing out that patriotism (his version) 
“is the best defence against the dangers of 
extreme nationalism.” Though support 
among young people for “extreme nationalist 


politics’’ (i.e. the National Front) seems 
confined to “a particular section of society” 
(i.e. the working class), he suspects that even 
his boys at Westminster may be infected, 
hence the urgent need to advocate this novel 
brand of ‘one world’ patriotism. 

He is naturally quick to emphasise that 
patriotism has nothing at all in common 
with the “disease of racism”. But this is very 
peculiar indeed, because Dr. Rae goes on to 
emphasise that one’s country is not a “vague 
abstraction,” but above all “my country is 
people. My fellow countrymen are those 
who share with me a common heritage” and 
“a living tradition.” Exactly so, and it is 
difficult to see how Negroes and Pakistanis 
can fall within this definition. ‘Racism,’ so- 
called, must therefore be essential to 
patriotism. Dr. Rae is obviously talking a 
load of balderdash, and if this is the kind of 
‘patriotism’ with which young people are 
being imbued in our best public schools, 
then God help us! 


Kagan ’s stint under 
the Nazis 


Of Lord Kagan, who has been in the 
news as aresult of various alleged tax fiddles, 
some interesting information was forth- 
coming in the Sunday Telegraph recently. 

Said the paper of His Distinguished 
Lordship: “‘He was on a visit home (to 
Lithuania) in 1939 when war broke out. He 
spent three years in a Nazi concentration 
camp at Kaunas and two further years in one 
of Stalin’s slave labour camps in the Jewish 
ghetto of Kovno. There in 1943 he met and 
married Margaret Stromas. His escape with 
his wife and her mother revealed the single- 
minded drive that was later to bring wealth 
and power in Britain.” 

This is rather curious. Lithuania was in 
fact not occupied by the Germans till July 
1941. Kagan would therefore have required 
to have been there for nearly 2 years 
between the outbreak of war and the time 
of his arrest and imprisonment by them. 
And yet we are told that he was only in the 
country “on a visit.” 

The German occupation lasted until 
July 1944, when the country was overrun 
by the Red Army. Just how then did Kagan 
get from German hands into Russian hands 
by 1943? Did he escape? If so, why was this 
escape not mentioned in the fulsome tribute 
to him made in describing his other escape? 
Or did the Germans hand him over to the 
Russians? Rather unlikely. 

We are not sure whether the writer of 
this report, a Mr. David Rosenberg, obtained 
this information direct from Lord Kagan 
himself or from other sources, but it does 
seem clear that someone’s memory of the 
calendar of those war years is rather faulty. 
We are sure that this must be the explanation, 
as such an upright man as the noble Lord 
would not have claimed he was in a Nazi 
concentration camp if he was not in one, 
would he? 
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SUBVERSIVE...MULTI-RACIALIST...ANTI-BRITISH? 


COMPLAIN ABOUT IT! 


Last month we featured here the various brainwashing techniques of the media in their campaign of psychological 
warfare against the British people. The distortion of history, the belittling of patriotism, the denigration of the 


British and their achievements, the glamorisation of left-win 


multi-racialism and lies about the National Front. 


g ideas — and of course the never-ending promotion of 


Subversion of this kind can ultimately be defeated only by a patriotic movement taking over the reins of 
power. But there is one thing you can at least do — complain about it, complain every time you see or hear any 
item of anti-British poison on TV or radio. Below we list the addresses and telephone numbers of the broadcasting 
media through the country. Get busy in the fight back against media subversion! 


TELEVISION 


BBC 1 and BBC 2 
01-743 8000 


Managing Director, Television 


BBC Television Centre, 
Wood Lane, 
London W12 7RJ 


ATV 


Birmingham (021) 643 9898 


Managing Director, 
ATV, ATV Centre, 
Bridge Street, 
Birmingham B1 2JP 


Anglia Television 
Norwich (0603) 28366 
Managing Director, 
Anglia Television, 
Anglia House, 
Norwich NR1 3JG 


Border Television 
Carlisle (0228) 25101 
Managing Director, 
Border Television, 
Television Centre, 
Carlisle CAl 3NT 


Channel Television 
Jersey (0534) 23451 
Managing Director, 
Channel Television, 
The Television Centre, 
St. Helier, 

Jersey, Channel Islands 


Grampian Television 
Aberdeen (0224) 53553 
Managing Director, 
Grampian Television, 
Queen’s Cross, 
Aberdeen AB9 2XJ 
Granada Television 
Manchester (061) 832 7211 
Managing Director, 
Granada Television, 
Granada TV Centre, 
Manchester M60 9EA 


HTV West 

Bristol (0272) 770271 
Managing Director, 
HTV, 

Television Centre, 
Bath Road, 

Bristol BS4 3HG 
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HTV Wales 

Cardiff (0222) 21021 
Managing Director, 
Hiv, 

Television Centre, 
Cardiff CF1 9XL 


Thames Television 
London (01) 387 9494 
Managing Director, 
Thames Television, 
Thames Television House, 
306-126 Euston Road, 
London NWI 3BB 


London Weekend Television 
London (01) 261 3434 
Managing Director, 

London Weekend Television, 
South Bank Television Centre, 
Kent House, 

Upper Ground, 

London SE1 9LT 


Scottish Television 
Glasgow (041) 332 9999 
Managing Director, 
Scottish Television, 
Cowcaddens, 

Glasgow G2 3PR 


Southern Television 
Southampton (0703) 28582 
Managing Director, 
Southern Television, 
Southern Television Centre, 
Northam, 

Southampton SO9 4YQ 


Tyne Tees Television 

Newcastle upon Tyne 

(0632) 610181 

Managing Director, 

Tyne Tees Television, 

The Television Centre, 

City Road, 

Newcastle upon Tyne NEI 2AL 


Ulster Television 
Belfast (0232) 28122 
Managing Director, 
Ulster Television, 
Havelock House, 
Ormeau Road, 
Belfast BT7 1EB 


Westward Television 
Plymouth (0752) 69311 
Managing Director, 
Westward Television, 
Derry’s Cross, 
Plymouth PL1 2SP 
Yorkshire Television 
Leeds (0532) 38283 
Managing Director, 
Yorkshire Television, 
The Television Centre, 
Kirkstall Road, 

Leeds LS3 1JS 


Independent Television News (ITN) 


London (01) 637 2424 


Editor and Chief Executive, ITN, 


ITN House, 
48 Wells Street, 
London W1P 4DE 


NATIONAL RADIO 
BBC Radio 1, 2,3 and 4 
London (01) 580 4468 
Managing Director, Radio, 
BBC Broadcasting House, 
Portland Place, 

London W1A 1AA 


Independent Radio News (IRN) 
London (01) 353 1010 


Editor and Chief Executive, IRN, 


Communications House, 
Gough Square, 
London EC4P 4LP 


LOCAL RADIO 


BBC Radio Birmingham 
Birmingham (021) 472 5141 


Manager, BBC Radio Birmingham, 


Pebble Mill Road, 

Birmingham B5 7SA 

BBC Radio Blackburn 
Blackburn (0254) 62411 
Manager, BBC Radio Blackbur, 
King Street, 

Blackburn, 

Lancashire BB2 2EA 

BBC Radio Brighton 

Brighton (0273) 680321 
Manager, BBC Radio Brighton, 
Marlborough Place, 

Brighton, Sussex BN1 1TU 


BBC Radio Bristol 

Bristol (0272) 311111 
Manager, BBC Radio Bristol, 
3 Tyndalls Park Road, 
Bristol BS8 1PP 


BBC Radio Carlisle 

Carlisle (0228) 31661 
Manager, BBC Radio Carlisle, 
Hilltop Heights, 

London Road, 

Carlisle, 

Cumberland CAl 2NA 


BBC Radio Cleveland 
Middlesbrough (0642) 248491 
Manager, BBC Radio Cleveland, 
91-93 Linthorpe Road, 
Middlesbrough, 

Cleveland TS1 5DG 

BBC Radio Derby 

Derby (0332) 361111 
Manager, BBC Radio Derby, 
56 St. Helens Street, 

Derby DE1 3HY 

BBC Radio Humberside 

Hull (0482) 23232 

Manager, BBC Radio Hull, 

9 Chapel Street, 

Hull HU1 3NU 


BBC Radio Leeds 

Leeds (0532) 42131 
Manager, BBC Radio Leeds, 
Merrion Centre, 

Leeds LS2 8NJ 


BBC Radio Leicester 

Leicester (0533) 27113 
Manager, BBC Radio Leicester, 
Epic House, 

Charles Street, 

Leicester LE] 3SH 


BBC Radio London 

London (01) 486 7611 
Manager, BBC Radio London, 
35A Marylebone High Street, 
London W1A 4LG 


BBC Radio Manchester 
Manchester (061) 228 3434 
Manager, Radio Manchester, 
PO Box 90, 

New Broadcasting House, 
Oxford Road, 

Manchester M60 1SJ 


BBC Radio Medway 
Chatham (0634) 46284 
Manager, Radio Medway, 
30 High Street, 

Chatham, 

Kent, ME4 4EZ 

BBC Radio Merseyside 
Liverpool (051) 236 3355 


Manager, BBC Radio Merseyside, 


Commerce House, 
13-17 Sir Thomas Street, 
Liverpool L1 SBS 


BBC Radio Newcastle 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
(0632) 814243 


Manager, BBC Radio Newcastle, 


Crestina House, 
Archbold Terrace, 
Newcastle upon Tyne NE2 1DZ 


BBC Radio Nottingham 
Nottingham (0602) 47643 


Manager, BBC Radio Nottingham, 


York House, 
York Street, 
Nottingham NG1 3JB 


BBC Radio Oxford 

Oxford (0865) 53411 
Manager, BBC Radio Oxford, 
242-254 Banbury Road, 
Oxford OX2 7DW 

BBC Radio Sheffield 
Sheffield (0742) 686185 
Manager, BBC Radio Sheffield, 
Ashdell Grove, 

60 Westbourne Road, 
Sheffield S10 2QU 


BBC Radio Solent 
Southampton (0703) 31311 
Manager, BBC Radio Solent, 
South Western House, 
Canute Road, 

Southampton SO9 4PJ 


BBC Radio Stoke-on-Trent 
Stoke-on-Trent (0782) 24827 
Manager, 

BBC Radio Stoke-on-Trent, 
Conway House, 

Cheapside, 

Hanley, 

Stoke-on-Trent, 

Staffordshire ST1 1JJ 


COMMERCIAL RADIO 


Downtown Radio 
Newtownards (024) 815555 
Managing Director, 
Downtown Radio, 

PO Box 293, 

Newtownards, 

Co. Down, 

Northern Ireland 

BRMB Radio 

Birmingham (021) 359 4481 
Managing Director, 

BRMB Radio, 

Radio House, 

PO Box 555, 

Aston Road North, 
Birmingham B6 4BX 


Radio Trent 

Nottingham (0602) 581731 
Managing Director, 

Radio Trent, 

29-31 Castle Gate, 
Nottingham NG1 7AP 


Plymouth Sound 
Plymouth (0752) 27272 
Managing Director, 
Plymouth Sound, 

Earl’s Acre, 

Alma Road, 

Plymouth PL3 4HX 


Radio Victory 
Portsmouth (0705) 27799 
Managing Director, 

Radio Victory, 

PO Box 257, 

Portsmouth POI] SRT 


Radio 210 (Thames Valley) 
Reading (0734) 413131 
Managing Director, 

Thames Valley Broadcasting, 
PO Box 210, 

Reading, 

Berkshire RG3 5RZ 


Radio Hallam 

Sheffield (0742) 71188 
Managing Director, 
Radio Hallam, 

PO Box 194, 
Hartshead, 

Sheffield S1 1GP 
Swansea Sound 
Gorseinon (0792) 893751 
Managing Director, 
Swansea Sound, 
Victoria Road, 
Gowerton, 

Swansea SA4 3AB 


Radio Tees 


Stockton-on-Tees (0642) 615111 


Managing Director, Radio Tees, 
74 Dovecot Street, 
Stockton-on-Tees, 

Cleveland TS18 1LL 


Pennine Radio 
Bradford (0274) 31521 
Managing Director, 
Pennine Radio, 

PO Box 235, 

Pennine House, 
Forster Square, 
Bradford BD1 SNP 


Radio Forth 

Edinburgh (031) 556 9255 
Managing Director, 
Radio Forth, 

Forth House, 

Forth Street, 

Edinburgh EH1 3LF 
Radio Clyde 

Glasgow (041) 204 2555 
Managing Director, 
Radio Clyde, 

Ranken House, 
Blythswood Court, 
Anderston Cross Centre, 
Glasgow G2 7LB 


Radio Orwell 

Ipswich (0473) 216971 
Managing Director, 
Radio Orwell, 

Electric House, 

Lloyds Avenue, 
Ipswich IP1 3HZ 
Radio City 

Liverpool (051) 227 5100 
Managing Director, 
Radio City, 

PO Box 194, 

8-10 Stanley Street, 
Liverpool L69 1LD 
Capital Radio 

London (01) 388 1288 
Managing Director, 
Capital Radio, 

Euston Tower, 

Euston Road, 

London NW1 3DR 


London Broadcasting (LBC) 
London (01) 353 1010 
Managing Director, 

London Broadcasting Company, 
Gough Square, 

London EC4P 4LP 
Piccadilly Radio 

Manchester (061) 236 9913 
Managing Director, 
Piccadilly Radio, 

127-131 The Piazza, 
Piccadilly Plaza, 

Manchester M1 4AQ 


Metro Radio 

Newcastle upon Tyne (0632) 884121 
Managing Director, 

Metro Radio, 

Newcastle upon Tyne NE99 1BB 
Beacon Radio 

Wolverhampton (0902) 757211 
Managing Director, 

Beacon Radio, 


- PO Box 303, 


267 Tettenhall Road, 


‘Wolverhampton WV6 0DQ 


BBC Television and BBC Radio 
(local and national) 

Ian Trethowan, Esq., 

Director General, 


British Broadcasting Corporation, 


Broadcasting House, 
London WIA 1AA 


Independent Television and 
Commercial Radio 

Sir Brian Young, 

Director General, 

Independent Broadcasting Authority, 
70 Brompton Road, 

London SW3 1EY 


INSTANT LOTTERY 


in aid of the 


EXCALIBUR CLUB 


The £500 jackpot has 
stillnot been won! 


At the time of going to press, the top winning ticket 
in the Excalibur Club Instant Lottery has not yet 
been sold. Are YOU using this fantastic Lottery to 
make BIG MONEY for your Branch, for your Group, 
or for yourself? Tickets available now! 


JACKPOT £500 

plus 2 x £50, plus 10 x £10, plus 25 x £5 

PLUS hundreds of smaller prizes so that 

1 TICKET IN EVERY 101S A WINNER 

Tickets 20p each, available in books of 100 tickets. 
Full details from _ 
Excalibur Club, 73 Great Eastern Street, London EC2 
VERY GENEROUS DISCOUNT! 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


WE ARE THE COMING STORM! 


The following is the text of the closing 
speech delivered by NF Chairman John 
Tyndall at the National Front’s Annual 
General Meeting on January 20th, 1979. 


Mr. Chairman, fellow members, 

The thing that dominates this con- 
ference is the fact — known to all of us — 
that this is Election Year. During this year 
we shall see the supreme test of all the work 
and preparation that we have done over the 
past 4 or 5 years. 

I don’t intend to make any extra- 
vagant forecast of the results that we’ll 
achieve when the Election comes this year. 
We are not a party that seeks its justification 
in the momentary approval that it may gain 
at the ballot box or in the opinion polls. 
Our justification lies in the rightness of our 
cause and in our long-term aim of building a 
movement that will regenerate Britain. I 
have never had any doubt that this long- 
term aim will be achieved, but I’ve always 
been realist enough to know that on the 
road to that aim we will have our moments 
of elation and of disappointment, of break- 
through and of entrenchment, sometimes 
even of temporary retreat; our moments 
when the gods and the climate combine to 
favour us with good luck, our moments 
when those forces bring us bad luck. We are 
in a war and we have to face the viccissitudes, 
as well as the triumphs, of war. 

So it is with politics. Politics have to 
do with the fickleness of public opinion — 
and how that public opinion may be swayed, 
day to day, by factors of pure chance. We 
know ourselves how much public opinion 
can be influenced by what is written in the 
newspapers, by what’s heard on television, 
or by some completely unpredictable change 
in the mood or attitudes of the electors, not 
explained by any change in the political 
situation or by any direction from the media. 


THEY HAVE NO GREAT AIMS 


The great trouble with this country 
today is that our politicians have become 
slaves to these changes of the wind that 
occur in the political climate. Every policy, 
every act and every pronouncement is 
calculated with this in view. The morale of 
these warriors of the party struggle leaps up 
one moment and plummets the next 
moment according to whether the voters 
love them or not. This is because these party 
warriors have no great aims any more, no 
great long-term vision for the country 
they’re supposed to serve, no strategy for 
national recovery or resurgence; they live 
day to day in a constant neurosis about the 
survival of their seats and the state of their 
opinion-poll ratings. 

The attitude of our party has always 
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been different. We must measure the achieve- 
ments of our party beside the achievements 
of the other parties over the span of history, 
over many years, even decades, not in every 
little up and down that the polls might bring. 
That’s why I say that what is most important 
in the coming General Election is not the 
size of our vote (affected as that will be by 
all sorts of chance circumstances) but the 
quality and strength of the party with which 
we will fight that Election and, more 
important still, the quality and strength of 
the party with which, after the election, we 
resume the fight. 

In this respect we might do well to 
look at how far our party has come since 
the two Elections of 1974 and the previous 
Election of 1970. 

I well remember the Election of 1970. 
We put up 10 candidates. 6 of these were in 
the Greater London area. We could hardly 
claim to be a national movement. By 1974 
this picture had radically changed. In 
February of that year we managed to field 
what was for us then the astounding figure 
of 54 candidates — qualifying for the first 
time for broadcasting time. Then in October 
of the same year, we put up 90 candidates. 
These candidates covered a much wider area 
of the country than in 1970. In nearly every 
main region we were represented. We were 
on the way to becoming a genuine national 
movement. 

This year we aim to put up 300 candi- 
dates and already we are most of the way to 
achieving this aim. When we talked about 
figures like this a short time ago, the press 
thought we were bluffing — they thought it 
was just hot air. Now they know that we 
mean it. 


EIGHT FOLD INCREASE 


This growth has been parallelled by 
the growth of membership. Our party rules 
forbid me from disclosing to you what the 
actual figures of membership are. What I can 
disclose is that I made a careful count of 
membership figures in the Summer of 1972. 
Recently I arranged for another count to be 
made, working on the figures of members’ 
bulletins sent out from our office last week. 
This count established that our membership 
has multiplied more than 8 times in the last 
6% years. 

‘This increase has been reflected in the 
turn-out on our marches and other national 
activities. Thumbing through some old 
copies of Spearhead the other day, I came 
across the report of our Remembrance Day 
parade in November 1969. The report said 
that 400 people attended. Two months ago 
— or 9 years from the first parade — over 
6,000 people marched to the Cenotaph 


behind the National Front banner. 
At the beginning of the 1970s we 


operated from a single room in a basement 


in Westminster. Now, after much planning 
and enormous effort and financial sacrifice, 
we own — for the first time, own — a huge 
building in the centre of London. In the 
provinces we have our own buildings in 
Leicester and Nottingham — with more to 
open soon in other areas. 

This development is phenomenal by 
any standards. It’s particularly phenomenal 
when one considers the conditions under 
which we have been operating for the whole 
of this time, and particularly for the last 2 or 
3 years or so. I said earlier that we are 
fighting a war and that is what the conditions 
are — the conditions of war. At no time have 
we been able to function and develop as any 
normal political party, society or association 
is allowed to function and develop. As we 
have proceeded in the work of building up 
this movement, we have perceived the reality 
of our position. We’re a guerilla army in an 
occupied country — with the additional 
burden that we must observe the law while 
the occupying power observes no sort of law 
in dealing with us. 


SUBTERFUGE 


Up and down the country we have 
been banned from nearly all the meeting 
halls, public and private. This has forced us 
into all sorts of subterfuge in order to 
maintain an essential facility for any political 
party: the facility of assembly, the right to 
meet. We have had to practise this subterfuge 
in order to meet today, with all the compli- 
cations of redirection points, and so on. 

Bans on meeting halls have only been a 
part of what we have had to put up with. 
During the same period we have had the 
whole of the mass media against us, and this 
mass media have kept up a constant barrage 
of abuse, misrepresentation and lies — 
alternating with a silence which pretends 
that we don’t exist. It’s perhaps difficult for 
the ordinary man or woman in the street to 
conceive of this. Such people are brought up 
on the myth of a ‘free country’ and ‘Free 
speech’. It’s hard to persuade these people 
that the press and broadcasting services are 
controlled — controlled just as much as they 
are in totalitarian states — and under this 
control defend the prevailing ideology of the 
system and attack viciously any ideology 
that challenges the system. 

That we have been able to survive at 
all in these conditions, let alone grow, is a 
miracle — and perhaps a testimony to the 
unique will-power, determination and 
toughness of our movement. 

The third side of this triangle has been 


organised violence, and of course this 
operates side by side with the campaign to 
deny us the right of assembly. They send 
vicious mobs to cause mayhem at our 
activities — and then they blame us equally 
for all the injury, damage and inconvenience 
that is caused thereby. When thousands of 
police are needed to keep order, they blame 
us, and try to victimise us, for the public 
expense incurred by those police operations. 
And we are accordingly penalised by further 
bans on our marches and meetings. 

We have always had this violence 
against us in some form or other. But since 
about 1974 it’s become a well planned and 
co-ordinated campaign, backed up by nearly 
everyone on the left of the Establishment 
and passively tolerated by everyone on the 
right of the Establishment. They all got 
toegther and proclaimed: “We are going to 
smash the National Front — by force!” Well, 
4 years later I can report that the National 
Front has not been smashed by force and 
that it’s stronger than ever before! 

Let me make this clear: as long as | 
lead this party it will be a party dedicated to 
free speech — and that means the free speech 
of those who oppose us just as much as our 
free speech. We do not want to suppress by 
force those whose politics are different from 
ours. We want to convert people by debate 
and argument in the traditional British 
manner. 

But if.our opponents are determined 
not to allow debate and argument — if they’re 
determined that physical force is the way 
that things are going to be decided, and if 
they think that they can eliminate us by 
violence and intimidation — we will make 
them bitterly regret the day they decided on 
that policy. We will use all the force and all 
the power necessary to defend ourselves 
against them — and when they hurt us we'll 
hurt them 4 or 5 times as much. 


POSITION OF THE POLICE 


Nothing of what I have just said is a 
departure from my opinion that when 
violence and disorder break out the proper 
agency to deal with that violence and 
disorder is the Police. If the Police were 
given the proper instructions by the Govern- 
ment of the day to jump on the promotors 
of violence with the full power of the law, 
we wouldn’t have the violence that we do 
and defensive measures by the National 
Front wouldn’t be necessary. These measures 
are only necessary because the Police do not 
have the backing of the Government that 
they are entitled to have when disorder 
breaks out. We see this on the picket lines. 
We see it at demonstrations and riots against 
the National Front. Today the militant left- 
wing has licence to do almost what it likes. 
It has it because we have a Government of 
frightened men, ruled by left-wing militants 
in its own Parliament and in the trade unions. 

We have only got to look at the events 
of the past 2 or 3 weeks. Look at the chaos 


that has engulfed this country. A large part 
of this chaos has been due to intimidation 
by pickets of workers going about their 
lawful business. What has the Government 
done to stop it? Nothing — absolutely 
nothing! We saw the same at Grunwick. 
When vicious, violent mobs come out and 
stop people working, Mr. Callaghan and his 
colleagues just stand there like paralysed 
hens watching the wolves on a wrecking 
expedition. They cluck, cluck and shed their 
feathers all over the place — but when it 
comes to action they show the same 
cowardice and paralysis that every British 
Government has shown over the last 30 years. 

When we need men of iron to take 
control of the situation, we have only got 
men of jelly. That’s been the story of this 
country throughout modern times. 

Let this country be in no doubt. We 
don’t believe that strikers are always in the 
wrong. Many of the industrial disputes we 
have are the fault of the government and big 
business and not the fault of the strikers. 
But when we take over the reigns of govern- 
ment, as one day we shall, the moment that 
mobsters try by physical intimidation to 
prevent British workers doing their jobs and 
keeping the British economy running — the 
moment that happens those mobsters will 
find themselves in police cells so quickly 
they won’t know what’s hit them! 


OUR STRUGGLE, THEIR PICNIC 


It’s under these conditions of organised 
violence, combined with the lies of the 
massed media and with the deliberate denial 
to us of the democratic right of assembly 
that our movement has had to fight its way 
forward from its beginnings 12 years ago. 
Every step of the way has been a bitter 
struggle — a struggle against handicaps that 
make the business of running the other 
parties look like a picnic. They can have 
their meetings. They can sell their public- 
ations. They have the support of great 
newspapers. They have access to television 
and radio. 

And look at what they have achieved 
with all these advantages! All of these parties, 
on their own admission, are suffering from a 
huge drop in membership — so much so that 
with the subscriptions not coming in they’ve 
got to arrange for themselves to receive 
funds from the State, that is, from the tax- 
payer. What a racket! The taxpayer is com- 
pelled to finance political parties that he 
doesn’t even support. Of course they’ve 
arranged it so that none of this backing 
will go to the National Front, only to the 
parties that the Establishment approves. 
Another example of democracy in operation. 

They can hold meetings in any hall 
they like — without violent mobs coming 
along to cause trouble. Of course the mobs 
don’t have to come and cause trouble because 
the meetings are so dull and so pathetic that 
few people are interested in coming to them 
anyway. Despite all the self-publication they 


get on TV, radio and in the press, the leaders 
of the old parties couldn’t fill a hall anywhere 
in this country today except by the mass 
mobilisation of their own party cronies. The 
public won’t come along because the public 
has better ways of having a sleep. Why sit on 
a hard wooden chair snoozing when you can 
curl up comfortably on the sofa in front of 
your own fire? With all the facilities of 
public assembly that they won’t allow to us, 
the old party politicians make no impact 
because every one of them is about as 
inspiring on the platform as a nannygoat 
with the ’flu. 

That’s what the other parties have 
achieved — as parties. Now let’s look at what 
they have achieved for this country. 

At the opening of this century Great 
Britain was the leading power in the world. 
Her fleets dominated th oceans. Her flag 
flew over a quarter of the earth’s surface. 
Her industries still captured a large part of 
the world’s markets. Everywhere in the 
world where the Britisher walked he was 
treated with respect. There was a lot of 
wrong here at home in the conditions in 
which many of our people had to live but we 
began this century with every advantage, in 
the way of resources and the developing 
powers of science and technology, to 
remedy those conditions and provide a good 
life for all. With government of just average 
competence we should, by the last quarter 
of this century, have been able to walk with 
honour among the nations and enjoy a 
standard of living second to none. 

But what has happened? In less than 
80 years they have thrown everything away. 
They have thrown away every asset and 
every opportunity. They have led us into 
two world wars from which we have never 
recovered and they have led us out of the 
Empire. From being the world’s greatest 
power, we are now a poor, pathetic island — 
living on borrowed money from foreigners, 
defended by foreigners and invaded by 
foreigners! 


ASKING TO GET KICKED 


All around the world the Britisher is 
an object of contempt. Even a third-rate 
clown like President Kaunda of Zambia can 
get a British Prime Minister, in the middle of 
crisis at home, hopping on an aeroplane and 
rushing off to Africa to reassure him on a 
point of British foreign policy which he is 
uneasy about. An even bigger clown, 
President Amin of Uganda, can lock a British 
citizen up in jail without trial, knowing that 
a British Government will do nothing — 
except plead with him. And why not? Can 
you blame them? If Britain gets down on her 
knees and presents her backside to the world, 
we shouldn’t be surprised if people come 
along and kick it. That’s the way the world 
is. And that’s the way the leaders of this 
country have been behaving for the past 30 
years — asking to get kicked! 

Contd. overleaf 


Page seven 


They began the century — the old 
parties — with every ingredient for economic 
success: an industrious, skilled and inventive 
people and the resources of a huge empire to 
back them up. And what have they achieved 
with these assets? Failure upon failure upon 
failure. We have now been overtaken 
economically by everybody in Northern 
Europe and we are about to be overtaken by 
practically everybody in Southern Europe. 
They talk everywhere in the world about the 
British sickness. But what is the British 
sickness? The British sickness is not strikes. 
It isn’t outdated machinery. It isn’t the un- 
willingness to work. It isn’t lack of invest- 
ment. The British sickness is the fact that all 
these things have existed for decade upon 
decade, with full public knowledge of the 
fact, but with one government after another 
lacking the will to do anything about them. 

And on top of this — on top of all this 
— they shovel onto the backs of the British 
people the surplus population of the Third 
World. After 9 centuries in which this 
country has successfully withstood invasion, 
they let in an invasion that threatens to wipe 
us out as a nation. 

This is an invasion unlike any other. It 
employs no guns, no bombs, no armed 
troops; it’s an invasion that has one weapon 
— and it’s a devastating weapon. That 
weapon is the sickly slobber which drips 
forth from the mouths of our do-gooders, 
our race-perverts, our political priests, our 
professional humbugs and all the rest of the 
gang — which tells us of the obligation we 
have towards coloured humanity, the debt 
we have to them. That’s the weapon by 
which the Third World has conquered us 
where all the mighty forces of Continental 
Europe failed. We beat back the Armada. We 
beat back Napoleon. We beat back the 
Luftwaffe. But we couldn’t beat back the 
Jamaicans and the Pakistanis because they 
had on their side the governing class of 
Britain — the governing class of Britain, 
determined to reduce us all to the same level 
of decadence as themselves. 


ROTTEN INSTITUTIONS 


No great nation in history could sink 
as we have done — sink in a few decades 
from the heights to the depths, without 
losing a war, unless there was something 
deeply rotten in the institutions of that 
nation and in the calibre of those who 
govern it. 

No nation that had the genius of. the 
British — the genius of invention and the 
priceless crafts and skills that we have in this 
country — could experience the repeated 
economic failure that we have — unless this 
was some basic failure of leadership. 

This is the achievement of the old 
parties over three-quarters of a century and 
this is what gave birth to our movement 12 
years ago. We were born in the anger of a 
generation that was tired of national retreat, 
national humiliation, national failure and 
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national suicide. We looked back on all the 


heroism and the sacrifices made by those 
who carried the British flag to the furthest 
corners of the earth — we looked back on 
the deeds of the countless unknown millions 
of people who worked, fought and died to 
build this country and defend this country — 
and then we looked at the miserable gang 
who rule this country today, the miserable 
gang and the racket of a political system that 
keeps them in power. We told ourselves that 
the British people deserved something better 
than this, and we resolved that we would 
give them something better than this. That’s 
when the National Front was born. 

In the course of our struggle I have 
had many experiences that have moved me 
greatly — and none more than one little one 
that I’m going to relate to you now. It was 
after that Christmas when the Government, 
no doubt with its eye on the votes, gave a 
bonus to every pensioner of £10. I received 
a letter from an old lady member, a war 
widow, living on her own. With it was 
enclosed the £10 that they had sent to her. 
The letter said that when it arrived she never 
had a moment’s hesitation in sending it to 
us. She didn’t say anything about her own 
circumstances — only how desperately 
unhappy she felt at the plight of her country 
— I learned what her own circumstances 
were from a colleague in her branch who 
used to visit her in her home. They were 
pretty poor. She had a real job to make ends 
meet and she was greatly slowed up with 
arthritis into the bargain. That £10 could 
have been used to make life easier for herself 
in all sorts of ways — but no. She thought 
only of the need of the National Front and 
the need of the country she loved. 

I often think of that old lady when I 
see today’s leaders of the working class, 
jetting it around the world and junketing in 


luxury hotels — all of course in the cause of 
the poor and the oppressed. I look at them 
posturing before the TV cameras, parading 
their social consciences like an advert for 
washing powder, then rushing off to guzzle 
at the dinner tables of the rich and the 
mighty. I watch the endless procession of 
tycoons and financiers into the House of 
Lords — all for services rendered to the 
Labour Party. I look at the trade union 
bosses in their 200-guinea suits. I look at the 
socialist intellectuals and writers who from 
their villas on the Mediterranean tell us how 
guilty we must all feel about the starving in 
Bombay or Timbucktoo. I look at that 
whole clique of poseurs, opportunists, 
confidence-tricksters, liars and decadents 
that make up the camp of the international 
left. I compare them with the nobility of 
that old lady — for whom they’ve done 
nothing in their entire squalid careers — and 
I vomit at the thought that this clique today 
holds the destiny of the British nation in its 
hands, controls its thought, makes its laws 
and rules its institutions. I say that against 
that clique there can only be one policy — 
total war — war against everything that they 
represent. 

This is what lies at the heart of the 
National Front — and this is why they hate 
us so much. We don’t believe that things can 
be put right just by a bit of cosmetic surgery 
here and there, just by the swapping of one 
establishment party for another, of one 
establishment figure for another. We believe 
that the whole nature of British society must 
be changed. We believe that our whole 
political institutions must be changed. We 
believe that the whole system of ideals and 
values by which this country has lived in the 
20th Century must be changed. We don’t 
run away from the word ‘revolutionary’ — 
indeed we proudly proclaim ourselves the 
only true revolutionary force in British 
politics. 


EXAMPLE FROM THE PAST 


I have often been asked: what models, 
what examples do we in the National Front 
look to in the British past? Do we look to 
the Victorian age when the British Empire 
was at its height? I say that there was much 
to admire in the Victorian age in the deeds 
of individual men and women, and there can 
be no doubt that the character and calibre of 
the British race was second to none at that 
time. But, speaking personally, I do not 
believe that that is the age to which we look 
so far as political and economic institutions 
are concerned. I don’t believe that those 
institutions built the Empire; I believe that 
the Empire existed in spite of them. Nor do 
I think that the Victorian age is an ideal age 
to look to in terms of national morality of 
spirit. The ‘liberal conscience’, with all its 
sickening humbug, took root in this country 
during that age and handed down to us the 
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TRIUMPH 
RECORDINGS 


Cassette tapes of National Front meetings and 
marches featuring John Tyndall, Martin Webster, 
Andrew Fountaine and other prominent NF leaders. 
Cheques, P.O.s payable to Triumph Recordings. 
Allow 10 to 14 days for delivery. 


PRICES: C60—£3.00; C9QO0—£3.50. Postage 10p for 
one tape; 20p for two or more tapes. For Australia, 
New Zealand and South Africa allow 50p for one 
tape; £1.00 for two or more (AIR MAIL). 


1. JOHN TYNDALL SPEAKS. Excerpts from 
historic meetings and rallies. C90 £3.00 


2. STAND BY THE NATIONAL FRONT! Historic 
meetings in East London and Conway Hall at which 
the unity of the NF was consolidated behind John 
Tyndall after the disruptions in 1975. Speakers 
include Martin Webster, Andrew Fountaine, John 
Tyndall. C90 £3.50 


3. STAND BY RHODESIA! NF MEETING IN 
CONWAY HALL, APRIL 1976. This meeting was 
held in support of White Rhodesia in the face of 
international betrayal. Speakers include Martin 
Webster, Andrew Fountaine and John Tyndall. 
C90 £3.50 


4. ST. GEORGE’S DAY MARCH AND RALLY, 
WOOD GREEN, APRIL 1977. Actual sounds of 
the street mobs in riot against the police and the 
NF marchers. Drum corps sounds. Rally with 
speeches by Martin Webster, Andrew Fountaine, 
J. Harrison-Broadley and John Tyndall. Historic 
recording. C90 £3.50 


5. LEWISHAM MARCH, AUGUST 1977 ... THE 
BALLOON GOES UP! The worst riot yet against 
the NF. Sounds of communist street mobs rioting 
against the police and the NF. Short rally with 
speeches by Andrew Fountaine and John Tyndall. 
C60 £3.00 


6. NATIONAL FRONT ANNUAL GENERAL 
MEETING 1976. Main speakers at the meeting 
including Andrew Fountaine and John Tyndall. 


C90 £3.50 
7. NATIONAL FRONT ANNUAL GENERAL 
MEETING 1977 ... Triumphant speech of John 


Tyndall. C90 £3.50 
8. NATIONAL FRONT ILFORD BY-ELECTION 
MEETING, FEBRUARY 1978. Main speakers: 
John Hughes, Andrew Fountaine and Martin 
Webster. C90 £3.50 
9. COVENTRY NF BY-ELECTION MEETING 
1976. Speakers include Terry Denville-Falkner, 
Martin Webster, Andrew Fountaine and John 
Tyndall. C60 £3.00 
10.WALSALL NORTH NF_ BY-ELECTION 
MEETING SEPTEMBER 1976. Speakers include 
Charles Parker, Martin Webster, Andrew Fountaine 
and John Tyndall. C60 £3.00 
11. STECHFORD NF BY-ELECTION MEETING 
FEBRUARY 1977. This was the important by- 
election where the NF beat the Liberals (now a 
common thing). A lively election meeting. Highly 
recommended. Speakers include Andrew Brons, 
Sad. Ldr. J. Harrison-Broadley, Andrew Fountaine 
and John Tyndall. C90 £3.50 


12. CAXTON HALL MEETING FEBRUARY 1977 
WESTMINSTER BY-ELECTION. Speakers include 
Paul Kavanagh and John Tyndall. C60 £3.00 


13. REMEMBRANCE DAY MARCH AND RALLY 
1976 ane 1977. Cenotaph ceremony of the Anglo 
Rhodesian Society, National Front march, Rally 
and patriotic speeches by Wing Cmdr. Lewis 
Whittam, Sad. Ldr. J. Harrison-Broadley, Andrew 
Fountaine and John Tyndall. c90 £3.50 


KNOW YOUR ENEMY! 


Dear Friend, 

The Defence Committee of the Board of Deputies was called into being in 1936 to 
meet the menace of Fascism in Britain which was growing apace with its evil 
counterparts in Germany, Italy and Spain. The watchword of the Committee 
throughout these last four decades has been ‘“‘eternal vigilance’. While others slept, 
the members and staff of the Defence Committee kept up a never-ceasing watch on 
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National Front vote in a number of constituencies. 
The Defence Committee has been successful in other ways too. Its comprehen- 
p h effect by the media, The 


infor 

=TDetence Committee has also pioneered the campaign to get democratic anti- 
Fascist groups to work together in a Common cause. | he Board of Deputies is proud 
OT its = in Ripe To bring into being the Joint Committee Against Racialism and 
the Interfaith and All-Party Rally for Racial Justice. 

These are but a part of the activities of the Defence Committee. They would not 
have been possible without the assistance of dedicated volunteers from Ajex, Bnai 
Brith and the Council of Christians and Jews as well as unaffiliated individuals — 
many of them non-Jews — throughout the country. 

Despite some encouraging successes, our work is far from completed. We need 
your help. Please fill in the slip below indicating the field of activity in which you 
feel you could be of most assistance and send it to me, c/o The Board of 
Deputies, Woburn House, Upper Woburn Place, London, WC1H 0EP. 


Yours sincerely, 


MARTIN SAVITT 
CHAIRMAN 
DEFENCE & GROUP RELATIONS COMMITTEE 


Dear Mr. Savitt, : 
Please enrol me as a voluntary helper in the campaign against racism and fascism. I believe I could be 
of service in the following way: 


(PLACE TICK IN APPROPRIATE BOX) 
OC) Monitoring the local press OC Fund Raising 
OC Monitoring radio and TV programmes O Leafleting 
0 Public Speaking CO Writing letters to the Press 
O Filing, cataloguing and indexing C Joining Local Community Relations Councils 


Name LEE EEE 
Address, 


nnn nee EEE ESD 


Telephone No. (Home) (Business) 


OCCASIONALLY Spearhead receives letters from people who wonder whether we are not 
exaggerating the role of Zionist organisations, in particular the Board of Deputies of British 
Jews, in the war against the National Front. We reproduce above our answer to these good 
people. It is a circular from the Board of Deputies, signed by ‘Defence Committee’ Chairman 
Martin Savitt, sent to Jewish businessmen throughout the country. 


The circular makes a very interesting admission on the role of the Board of Deputies in 
fomenting media smears against the NF, as well as confessing to the illegal distribution of 
leaflets aimed at damaging the NF in elections. 

Notice, too, the enlistment of people to ‘monitor’ the local press and for ‘filing, 
cataloguing and indexing’. If you write a letter to the local paper, you could well find 
yourself on file at Woburn House. Just what is a Zionist organisation (which per se owes 
allegiance to a foreign power) doing keeping files on British patriots who write letters to 
newspapers in their own country? 
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THE UPHEAVALS and wringing of hands in 
the economic fields has now attained 
maximum proportions and threatens the 
stability of the British Government — in 
fact, the continuity of Parliamentary govern- 
ment — and with the fall in value of the once 
almighty dollar, the stability of the present 
international situation. 

“Inflation was still Britain’s worst 
enemy, Mr. Healey, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and Mr. Gordon Richardson, 
Governor of the Bank of England, both 
agreed in their speeches at the Lord Mayor’s 
Banquet last night.” (Daily Telegraph, 
20.10.78) 

Mr. Callaghan has spoken ex cathedra 
on this matter. Inflation must be contained 
because it is the father of nearly all evils. His 
method is to restrict wage increases to 5 per 
cent, and if this is not accepted by the 
Unions, he has threatened to use all other 
measures open to him — monetary and fiscal 
— which will not be pleasant, and will lead 
to higher prices and more unemployment. 

Inevitably, this is leading to confron- 
tation with the Trade Unions who demand 
increases of 20 to 50 per cent and more. 
Why? In some cases because their Company 
has made big profits, to which they feel 
entitled. If these workers persuade their 
Company to distribute these profits (which 
is asking for what is obviously possible) 
workers in similar trades in other Companies 
which may not be able to afford it, and 
those in the public sector will demand 
similar increases. Providing the economic 
system is basically sound (as all economists 
in the Establishment and all Members of 
Parliament presumably believe it is), Mr. 
Callaghan would be clearly working in the 
best interests of the country by refusing to 
go along with irresponsible wage increases, 
because productivity has not been increased 
enough to justify them. 


SOUND IN PRINCIPLE 


The Conservatives, naturally anxious 
to take over the government of the nation, 
argue that some elasticity in negotiations 
must be accepted. If a Company can increase 
its profits by improved management, it has a 
perfect right to share its prosperity with its 
employees. Unquestionably, this is sound in 
principle. Well then, why deny this right? 
Let us get the factories working on full load 
happily, then the nation will restore its 
prosperity. That is the only way. 

Mrs. Thatcher is right in this argument. 
But workers in lame duck factories will 
demand parity of treatment, and all in the 
Government service. This will create roaring 
inflation. Edward Heath sees all this and 
therefore agrees with Callaghan on the need 
to oppose another round of inflation. This is 
not because he wishes to bolster the Labour 
Government and let the Conservatives down, 
but because he knows the evil of inflation, 
perhaps better than others. 

He should do because he was the 
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Economic Madness 
(Heath versus Thatcher) 


direct cause of the highest wave of inflation 
in our history, apart from war years. His 
Competition and Credit Control of 1971 was 
seen to be hyper-inflationary before it came 
into operation. This allowed the banks to 
flood the market with new credit, not 
directed into new production, but to power 
a wave of speculation and raise rates of 
interest in the process, thus making 
production unprofitable. We are still suffering 
from the chain of evil effects of this irrespon- 
sible financial policy, which has dislocated 
the whole industrial structure, and diverted 
such immense power into the hands of Trade 
Unions that no one knows how to restore 
responsible control. Heath remains silent 
about the part he played in this matter of 
monetary policy. 

Inflation has thrown out of control 
not only the British Government, but the 
American Government also, and of course 
some European governments. Repeated top 
level conferences have been called to solve 
this problem, but with no lasting effect. 


‘SACRED MYSTERIES 


The layman, unless he has studied the 
‘heretical’ books on economics, will be 
convinced that inflation is a genuine 
problem which baffles the best brains and 
the most powerful nations. One thing is 
certain. Inflation is endemic in the present 
system — capitalism. Or at least, in the way 
capitalism has been operated for generations. 
It could be eliminated from the system, 
leaving the incomparable merits of free 
enterprise and personal liberty at a 
maximum, and government control at a 
minimum; with mobility of labour and 
invigorating competition; with improved 
standards and reduced taxation, but it is 
feared that a cleverly designed educational 
curriculum has inured us to accepting 
inflation as a fact of life, or law of nature. 
And, furthermore, that the present financial 
system is grounded on truth and integrity, 
and under no circumstances must this be 
tampered with, or even subjected to close 
examination by those outside the elite circle 
which alone has possession of these sacred 
mysteries. 

The classical theories reigned supreme 
during the inter-war years. The balanced 
budget was held in greater regard than the 
Ten Commandments, by the Bank of 
England, Treasury and Government. But the 
outcome was the Great Depression and 
irreparable damage to the British economy, 
and to human relations in industry. Our 
political leaders of great character felt that 


on no account should the Government spend 
into circulation more than could be raised 
by taxation, however many firms went 
bankrupt, or men were unemployed. 
Financial rectitude was the name given to 
this exalted vision of our financial advisers. 

In the trough of the depression one 
economist had the boldness to challenge 
orthodoxy by advocating deficit finance to 
cover public works and so add to the 
national assets by the labour of the other- 
wise unemployed. Economists in general 
have been prepared to see deficit finance 
used for war purposes, but when suggested 
for the benefit of the community, their 
moral scruples were roused. John Maynard 
Keynes shot this attitude to pieces, and in 
course of time, his ideas were regarded as 
sound. The monetarists were routed. 

World War II was financed in the main 
by borrowing from the banks, as in the case 
of the previous war, but this time at around 
3 per cent, instead of 5 per cent. It is curious 
that the public have never queried how the 
banks manage to acquire all the new millions 
of money necessary for war finance. All have 
been taught that the Government has no 
source of money. Sometimes it has printed 
money — a very wicked thing — confetti 
money. This grieves bankers very much. 
They have repeatedly warned the nation that. 
governments are notoriously immoral in 
their handling of money when they have the 
power. That is why they are so insistent that 
all new money is borrowed from them! 
Money is their business, and the public in 
1978 still believe it and prefer their Govern- 
ment to borrow all new money so that the 
taxpayer can pay about 16 per cent interest 
for its use rather than the Government 
creating it at no cost, and lending it at 3 
per cent. 


THE TRUE POSITION 


The true position was presented to the 
public in the Money Programme on the 10th 
December 1976 when it was stated that the 
total amount of money in circulation was 
around £44,000 million, of which £38,000 
million had been created by the banks, by 
book-keeping processes. 

While banks are permitted to go on 
creating national credit and charging a high 
rate of interest for its use, they will continue 
to be well pleased. But the State has a right 
and duty to do this and so relieve the tax- 
payer and industry of this huge, unnecessary 
burden. The enormous sums demanded for 
the payment of interest on accumulated 
national debt inflates prices and creates 


inflation. 

We see therefore that J. M. Keynes 
could have said that money spent on useful 
construction of new national assets could 
rightly be found by the Government without 
debt. He did not say this. This is the great 
secret which could save our nation. This is 
the card which alone can solve the present 
dispute and end the charade of silly 
arguments about nothing substantial. 

During the after-war years money was 
spent more freely, on the new Keynesian 
principle, and interest rates remained low 
until the change in policy by the Conser- 
vatives in 1950. Bank rate was suddenly 
raised thus terminating the nineteen years 
run (excepting during the war) at around 2 
per cent. The increase in borrowing rates had 
the effect of increasing prices and handi- 
capping industry, and inflation appeared on 
the economic horizon as a serious matter of 
concern for the first time in peace time. In 
the 16 years from 1951 the pound fell to 
62%p. 

For some unexplained reason, the 
Conservative Government of 1970 decided 
on still higher rates of interest and a bonanza 
for the banks by allowing them to increase 
their proportions of credit to reserves 
through the Competition and Credit Control 
arrangements of 1971, as _ previously 
mentioned. 

Heath protested that he initiated this 
policy in order to stimulate production and 
make more employment. The money ran 
into speculative channels, not into the 
creation of new wealth. Much of it went 
abroad, in the search for greater returns. 
This tragic period of British financial history 
desmonstrates the inherent irresponsibility 
of financial interests to national welfare. 


PRIME RESPONSIBILITY 


In spite of the much trumpeted bank 
concern for financial rectitude, and respon- 
sibility to shareholders, is it not their higher 
responsibility to maintain the integrity of 
the unit of measurement of wealth so that 
contracts can preserve their value and people 
their savings? Furthermore, is it not the 
prime responsibility of the banking system 
to assist industry, for by the production of 
goods and services alone can Britain pay its 
way? 

The unprecedented damage done to 
Britain by these policies caused a reaction in 
Conservative thinking, throwing them back 
to monetarism. For had not the folly of 
rapid monetary expansion been the main 
casuse of inflation and unemployment? 
Therefore severe monetary curbs on the 
money supply is their answer. Trade Unions 
cannot create inflation by wage demands. If 
the money is not created, such demands 
cannot be conceded. So we have the new 
doctrine of the restricted money supply at 
all costs in human suffering, in the Health 
Service, Housing, Police Service and Defence 
Services. Keynes was wrong. 


From 1970 to 1974 the value of the 
pound fell from 100 to 67p. We are now 
returning to higher interest rates and credit 
restrictions, having learned nothing to 
indicate a fundamental change of thinking 
about the system itself. The advice of 
monetary reformers, offered in the early 
"20s, has been deliberately ignored by 
economists, politicians, and the Church, 
with honourable exceptions, of course. Fore- 
most among those was the late Archbishop 
of Canterbury, Dr. William Temple. In his 
book The Hope of a New World he says: 

“.. it cannot be justified in modern 
conditions that the Banks . . . should, in 
order to meet national need, create credit 
which earns interest for themselves. The 
State must resume_the right to control the 
issue and cancellation of every kind of 
money. Till that is done, a body within the 
community will control what is vital to the 
community, and that is a false principle.” 


TOO RIDICULOUS TO DISCUSS? 


The idea that the Western World has 
been blinded to the realities of life and fed 
with fallacious conceptions about money 
may be thought by many too ridiculous to 
discuss. Few bank managers really understand 
the position of monetary reformers, for 
what they say does not impinge on the 
manager’s duties. His duty is to operate the 
system as it exists. 

All political parties are playing a 
money-game with economics, and powerful 
interests are working to take Britain into a 
Monetary Union with Europe, and so com- 
pletely end our national independence. We 
should enter as a crippled nation, at the 
bottom of the league. And this in spite of the 
providential gift of oil. Why then are we in 
this state of distress? 

Let the issue be plainly stated again, 


é 


‘_..s0 we could 
hold our 
immigration 


referendum 
within 
two years.” 


and let those who deny it produce the 
evidence. 

Our country was hobbled in years 
gone by (1694 to be precise) and taught to 
believe that all our money must originate as 
debt to the banking system. This is the 
source of our economic troubles and the 
wrong system then instituted has continued 
without fundamental alteration, to this day. 
Russia has no such restraint on its develop- 
ment and utilisation of its own physical 
resources. We have the resources of materials 
and labour standing idle on account of the 
lack of finance — which costs nothing to 
create. That function is a prerogative of 
State and has been wrongly exercised by the 
banking system, thus building up an 
enormous national debt which, if repaid, 
would bring the nation to a halt. In fact, 
that debt cannot be repaid, but heavy 
interest charges are paid out of taxation. 

Rather than amend the system into 
line with truly democratic requirements, and 
thus restore the productive capacity of our 
nation on an orderly basis, the powers that 
be prefer to remain silent about the funda- 
mental cause of our weakness and 
contemplate the last step in selling our 
national heritage. 


CHRISTIAN PRINCIPLES 


The Church, instead of following the 
lead of the late Archbishop of Canterbury, 
Dr. Temple, prefers to remain silent and lean 
to Marxism as the only remedy for social ills. 
This is a sell-out for Christianity because the 
principles of the Mosaic law are opposed to 
usury, which is the basis of the present 
system. The Church can therefore say with 
all honesty that Christian principles in 
political economy can provide freedom, 
prosperity and stability, if put into practice, 
which we have not had the courage yet to do. 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


Ideological development is the key 
to the National Front’s survival 


IT IS essential for Marxists to believe that 
there is only one genuine movement of 
revolt against Monopoly Capitalism: their 
own. It is thus essential for Marxists to 
believe that “fascism” is created and 
promoted by Capitalists for the purpose of 
“dividing the working class — diverting the 
attention of the masses towards scapegoats 
when they could be making revolution.” 

This was the basic proposition of the 
anti-National Front play Destiny by revo- 
lutionary Marxist David Edgar — whose 
work is repeatedly screened on Capitalist- 
run television networks, regularly staged in 
Capitalist-owned West End theatres, and 
widely available in Capitalist-owned book- 
shops thanks to Capitalist publishers who 
keep his work in print. 

However much Mr. Edgar may have 
failed to terrorise his Capitalist arch-enemies, 
his and many other Marxists’ assertions that 
“fascist”? groups have ended up as — even 
started out as — nothing more than 
Capitalism’s uninformed goon squads 
masquerading as “ideological movements” 
has some element of justification. 

It is not too difficult to understand 
how some so-called ‘‘fascist”’ organisations 
in other lands and in other times became 
creatures of Capitalism. All too often 
“fascist”? movements have sprung up not as 
the outcome of a methodically evolved and 
principled philosophy in which the nature 
of man and a vision of a more workable, 
more beneficial, relationship between man 
and society is postulated, but as an instinctive 
reaction to some kind of immediate threat. 
All too often ‘fascist’? armies have evolved 
their ideologies on the march into battle. 


ROTTEN SYSTEM 


This might be all very well if the 
political and economic system that they had 
mobilised to defend, say, from the Com- 
munist menace, was working well and in the 
interests of the nation and all its members in 
accordance with their various merits and 
needs. 

But what if the system back home is 
rotten? What if the people who run it are 
corrupt and in the thrall of a foreign power 
potentially or actually as obnexious as the 
enemy one is marching to fight? In that 
circumstance, if one’s troops are to be 
united and well-motivated in the coming 
battle they must have a vision of what kind 
of society they want to build when they get 
back home. 

Without a positive vision of what its 
members want to see created, no amount of 
agreement as to which enemies require to be 
destroyed will hold an army — or a political 
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movement — together for long. 

It is for this reason that some “‘fascist”’ 
groups in former times faltered in their 
idealism and became “Capitalist lackeys.” 
They faltered in idealism because they had 
few positive ideas to draw upon. As a result 
opportunism and the quest for material 
things fulfilled their sense of purpose and 
filled the vacuum in their minds. 

We anti-Communists sneer at “Left 
Wing intellectuals.” The picture of the 
frowsy Karl Marx, reading, writing and 
brooding his life away in the British Museum 
invites our jeers. We giggle at the endless 
meetings, conferences, debates, splits and 
other frenetic ideological activity that was 
Lenin’s way of life hither and thither 
throughout Europe before he was injected, 
like a virulent bacillus, into Russia. But our 
sneers, jeers and giggles should stick in our 
throats. 


IDEOLOGY BEFORE BATTLE 


The Reds evolved the substance and 
much of the detail of their vision before 
marching to battle, and not on the march. 
The result of this we may see when com- 
paring the world map for 1917 with the 
world map for 1979. 

This is not to say that the Communist 
movement is ideologically monolithic. But 
the intense debate which goes on between 
the factions and mutations is a beneficial 
and invigorating exercise for the partici- 
pants and for the movement. 

The National Front has a distinct 
advantage in that it does have, through its 
view of man and society from the perspective 
of race and heredity, the basis for an evolved 
ideology. But it has not yet developed a 
comprehensive enough exposition of values, 
attitudes and objectives in al] the vital 
areas of human activity to qualify as a fully- 
fledged ideological movement. 

For those who seek quick solutions to 
this problem I have nothing but disappoint- 
ment. The ideological development which 
we require to transform our organisation 
from a party into a movement in the fullest 
sense of the word will take years. Hundreds, 
probably thousands of bright minds, not just 
in Britain but in kindred racial-nationalis: 
movements throughout the world, will need 
to devote their lives to the project. 

But until that project is well under 
way, until we have a more fully articulated 
vision of the kind of society we would wish 
to see, we will be vulnerable to the influence 
of other forces (Communist and Capitalist) 
who already know exactly where they want 
to go and what they want to do when they 
get there. 


In this regard we can be grateful that 
the spectre of racial turmoil in Britain is 
looming over the Establishment just as 
menacingly as industrial turmoil. Perhaps 
had there only been an economic crisis the 
Establishment might have made overtures 
to buy us up in just the way that David 
Edgar and other Marxian folklorists declare 
is the inevitable fate of “fascist” organis- 
ations. 

But events during the past year show 
that the Establishment put the need to 
suppress racial troubles so high up on their 
list of priorities that so far from trying to 
enlist our support as a goon squad against 
the Left, they enlisted the Left as a goon 
squad against us! . . . with the mass media 
and the Police backing up or (as appropriate) 
turning a blind eye to every Leftist activity. 

Whatever may have happened with 
“fascist” parties in other lands in other 
times, the experience of the NF in no way 
conforms with this glib Marxian analysis of 
the function of “fascist” movements in 
Capitalist societies facing crisis. 

What Left Wing party has experienced, 
within a year, sustained vicious and hysterical 
smears in the press and on TV with no right 
of reply; numerous instances of leading 
officials being attacked by mobs in the streets 
while the Police stand by and watch; the 
unlawful denial by local authorities of 
meeting hall facilities for election candidates; 
the refusal of the Courts to hear cases in 
time to put right wrongs perpetuated by 
local Authorities; the banning of two marches 
by Chief Constables acting in collusion with 
local authorities and the Home Secretary; 
the petitioning by a Chief Constable of a 
local authority to break a contract to hire a 
hall for a private meeting; the prosecution of 
party officials, election candidates and even 
youth movement members for issuing 
literature which contradicts government 
policy? 


WE STAND ALONE 


Those are just some of the quite out- 
rageous persecutions inflicted on the 
National Front by the Capitalist Establish- 
ment of Britain, working in tandem with the 
Marxist ‘Anti Nazi League’ alliance. 

But if one can take the long view it is 
excellent that the Establishment has done all 
this to us. It is good news that the Establish- 
ment has not acted true to form according 
to the Marxist catechism. 

It has made more of us realise that we 
need to develop a more comprehensive 
ideology as we are not fighting to defend the 
present rotten structure of society and that 
therefore we have no common cause what- 
soever with any of the institutions of that 
society, public or private. We know where 
we stand. Alone. 

We are not working to save their 
society. Let it crash! All we should be 
concerned with is what we want to build on 
the rubble. Determining that is going to be 
our most vital task in the years that lie ahead. 


WE ARE THE COMING STORM 
Contd. from page 8 


legacy that stifles every virile instinct in the 
national life today. 

I always feel that our movement is 
closer in spirit to the Tudor and Elizabethan 
era, when British culture enjoyed its finest 
flowering, when this was a land of music and 
song and when the first outburst of national 
expansion took place. This was the age when 
we joyfully took up the challenge against 
Portugal and Spain for mastery of the oceans. 
In that age men first thought of Empire — 
not as a device to bring democracy to 
savages, but as something for the expansion 
and enrichment of the British race. A man 
like Drake was able to act ruthlessly against 
the nation’s enemies and not bring upon 
himself the disapproval of a thousand pens, 
dripping with the anguish of liberal thinkers. 

In that age we were not a nation of 
factions and warring interest groups. 
Economic activity was not a free-for-all, 
with employees and bosses being left to fight 
it out. Economics was a co-ordinated thing, 
organised and directed towards the further- 
ance of the national interest. Our craftsmen’s 
guilds sought the good of all those who did 
honest work, not the interest of one section 
over another. At the same time they stood 
for excellence and high standards and 
penalised those who lowered standards. 

There was another great thing about 
economic life in Elizabethan England. The 
alien financier was banished from our shores. 
He was not present to practise the trade of 
usury and grow fat on the misery of the 
nation’s producers. Money was a national 
commodity, used by the nation and for the 
nation. Politics ruled money — money didn’t 
rule politics. 

We look back to the joy and laughter, 
to the manly spirit and to the unparallelled 
national growth of that era, and we see in it 
the finest inspiration of what Britons can 
achieve when united behind strong and 
patriotic leaders and unashamedly dedicated 
to the advancement of national greatness 
and power. That, if anything, is the spirit 
from the past which we want to recapture in 
our movement and implant again in the soil 
of Britain. 

This spirit, harnessed to the wonders 
of modern science and technology, can 
achieve a new renaissance of the British 
people greater than any before. 


A FIGHTING ORGANISATION 


But this can only happen if such a 
spirit is harnessed to a fighting organisation. 
One of the great futilities that we see today 
is patriotic citizens writing letters to news- 
papers calling for a rebirth of the national 
spirit of better times in our history — but 
unwilling to recognise that such a spirit will 
not come of its own accord, nor will it come 
by pious appeals in newspaper columns. 


Least of all can it come out of the parties 
who in every word and every action epitomise 
the spirit of national defeat and surrender. 
Can there be anything more pathetic than 
the sight of those people who hope that 
some great national rebirth is going to come 
from the next Tory Government — when the 
whole history of this century should tell us 
that nothing will ever come out of the Tories 
but striped pants, wind and garden parties? 
Look at the dismal parade of them as they 
shuffle through the 20th Century. Heath, 
and before him Douglas Home; before him 
Macmillan and before him Eden, Chamber- 
lain, Baldwin, Bonar Law, Balfour. Only one 
of them, Churchill, had the will to do any- 


thing. He destroyed Hitler — but at a cost 


that this country’s never recovered. 

As for the rest, you put the whole 
bunch of them together and what have you 
got? A procession of dummies, fit only for 
the windows of Savile Row .— sartorial 
elegance and fine manners, hee-hawing 
incantations over the corpse of an empire. 

No, if the long process of national 
retreat is going to come to a stop and the 
spirit generated to rebuild the strength and 
the wealth of this country, this can only 
come from a new movement uncontaminated 
by any part in the collapse that’s gone 
before. And this movement must do some- 
thing which none of the ‘patriotic’ flag- 
wavers have dared to do before. It must be 
organised to stand up to the enemies of 
Britain, without and within — especially 
within. 


FIGHT THEM HEAD-ON 


No person or party that seriously 
wants to save this country from ruin can do 
anything unless they are prepared to fight 
the forces that have brought this country to 
ruin — and fight them head-on, not just with 
slogans and fine sentiments but in the field 
of modern political power, with all the 
weapons that go to make that power. 

What alarms the enemies of Britain is 
that in the National Front there has arisen, 
for the first time since the war, a fighting 
movement organised and dedicated to that 
very purpose. This is why for the past year 
or so they have tried with every means in 
their power to smash this movement and 
eliminate it for ever. 

They have tried, they have failed — 
and they will continue to fail. This is the 
rallying call that will go out from this great 
meeting today as we steel ourselves to face 
the struggles of 1979. Often in the past I 
have called on you to make sacrifices and 
effort — and you have never failed. From 
this platform today I call on you to make 
sacrifices and effort on a scale that you 
have never made before. I call on you to 
make them for no personal reward — but 
only for the reward of the generations that 
come after. 

In the long and great history of this 
nation moments have come when every- 


thing seemed lost, when everything was ina 
state of collapse. And always in those 
moments the finest qualities of the British 
people came to the fore. The people turned 
away from weak and soft habits, away from 
the little men who preached ease and 
comfort, and they followed new men of 
action, prepared to chart new paths and to 
demand from the people deeds of sacrifice 
and heroism. 

We live in times of crisis and collapse. 
But we also live in a time of destiny, when 
once again this country has to find its 
manhood or go under, when once again we 
have to fight to survive and fight to live. 

In this great movement there marches 
again that will to fight, that spirit of 
defiance that has stirred this nation at every 
crisis in its history — a spirit ready to 
challenge all the mightiest forces the world 
may throw against us. 

Let them take heed! Let those whose 
careers have been built on betrayals, the 
betrayal of those batallions who died on the 
battlefield for Britain’s honour and Britain’s 
freedom, let them take heed of the coming 
storm — the storm of a nation roused to fury 
by that betrayal of the dead. We are that 
coming storm, and today there march in our 
ranks new batallions sworn to avenge those 
dead and win the honour and freedom for 
which they died. Let our enemies be in no 
doubt — this year, next year, very soon — 
the storm will break! 


BRITISH NEWS 


The independent news magazine that supports 
the National Front. Annual subscription: £2.00. 
Overseas: £3.00. 10p per copy plus post. 10 
copies 80p post free. 20 copies £1.50 post free. 
Sells well at Branch meetings. Write to: S. Gaunt, 
5 Stonecliffe Close, Farnley, Leeds 12. 


Show the Flag 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 
POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 OJA 


National Front News 
Editor: Martin Webster 


A broadsheet published monthly in sup- 
port of the National Front. Subscriptions 
only for 5 copies or more. 12 issues of 5 
copies £6.24. 

Reduced rates for bulk supplies given on 
request. Send 15p for sample copy now. 


RAILWAYMEN! ~—- 


Are you a worker on British Rail or on the 


tubes? You are! Great! Then you should join 
the National Front Railwaymen’s Association. 
NFRA, c/o Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern 
Street, London EC2. 
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NOEL A. HUNT 


ANSWERS THAT 
COULD HAVE 
SAVED RHODESIA 


Last month White Rhodesians voted away 
their future by voting ‘Yes’ in the Referen- 
dum to Black Rule and a multi-racial Consti- 
tution. They did it because they were 
stampeded by Ian Smith and by the Smith- 
controlled media into believing that there 
was no alternative. In this article, Rhodesian 
Conservative Association leader Noel Hunt 
exposes this as the lie that it is, and provides 
the answers that could have saved Rhodesia. 
It was written shortly before the Referendum, 
but these answers are still relevant to White 
Rhodesians even at this eleventh hour. 


1. Will things improve if we vote “No”? 

In the short term, no. In the long term, 
yes. A new white government would have to 
set about actually fighting the terrorists, 
instead of going through the motions as at 
present, and destroy every one of them no 
matter where they may be. It would also 
have to put down the covert internal rebellion 
which we pretend does not exist now. 
Finally, it would have to rule with white 
interests in mind. The difference would be 
that this time we were really fighting to win. 
In the long term things must improve. For 
one thing we should survive, which we shall 
not do if we vote “Yes”. For another, 
eventually the world must pull out of its 
present recession with results which can only 
benefit us. The choice is not between good 
and bad, but as usual between bad and worse. 
Anything at all is better than black rule. To 
survive we must vote “No”. 


2. But we have been promised that standards 
will be maintained, haven’t we? 

Yes, we have, and standards will be 
maintained. But the standards to be main- 
tained will be those of the black. And quite 
rightly so. The conqueror always imposes his 
standards on the conquered. When 
Rhodesians vote “Yes” they are voting to 
become a conquered people. Why should 
their standards continue to prevail? The idea 
is nonsensical. It is nonsensical to suppose 
that the black will enforce white standards, 
even if he could attain them. The standards 
of education, health, farming, business, 
justice and administration will be those of 
the black. There is nothing wrong with such 
standards when applied to the black. To the 
white they will be intolerable and indistin- 
guishable from chaos. The white will have no 
ground for complaint: he voted to become 
one of the conquered people. He will deserve 
what he will undoubtedly get from his 
conquerors. 
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3. But what is the alternative? 

There are several alternatives open to 
the white electorate. Each no doubt has its 
defects as well as its merits; but even the 
worst of them is infinitely better than black 
rule. To enable Rhodesians to consider these 
alternatives it is essential that they return a 
“No” vote at the referendum and so force a 
general election. The various alternatives can 
then be argued in public. This will give 
Rhodesians their last chance to vote in a 
government dedicated to their interests. No 
matter what the future may hold, nothing at 
all can possibly be worse for whites than a 
black government. Only a “No” vote can 
avoid this fate for whites. 


4. We are told that a “No” vote will lead toa 
blood-bath, a confrontation and conse- 
quences too terrible to contemplate. 

Why should it? A “No” will mean that 
the whites continue to rule, and that any 
attempts to start a blood-bath or a confron- 
tation, whatever these evocative phrases may 
mean, will be dealt with firmly by the 
B.S.A.P. If necessary the Police will be 
assisted by the Army. Together they are 
amply strong enough to contain any such 
attempts. The consequence will be that the 
grubby little gangsters who make the attempt 
will end up dead or in prison. Why is this 
“too terrible to contemplate”? Why is it 
supposed that there will be any such 
attempts? When “freedom” was postponed 
from December 1978 to April 1979 — to the 
admitted keen regret of the RF party and 
caucus — there was no attempt at a blood- 
bath. When a delay was announced in the 
removal of “race laws” there was no confron- 
tation. When the introduction of multi-racial 
education was announced there were no 
consequences too terrible to contemplate. 
Nothing whatever happened as a result of 
any of these announcements. The most 
likely consequence of a “No” vote from the 
whites is a sigh of profound relief from the 
blacks. 


5. But wouldn’t a “No” vote get us into 
trouble with South Africa? 

Why should it? South Africa has 
repeatedly said that she will accept whatever 
solution we choose. All that she asks is that 
we stop dithering, make up our minds and 
get on with it. South Africa is no doubt 
pressing for a decision. This is a very far cry 
from pressing us to accept a black govern- 
ment. South Africa has her back to the wall 
and troubles of her own. Is it seriously 


argued that in addition to her present 
troubles, South Africa wants to add to them 
an implacably hostile Zimbabwe with a long 
and indefensible common border? The idea 
is ludicrous. A “No” vote would give South 
Africa a reason to support us. At the moment 
she has none. She knows only too well that 
every round of ammunition and every litre 
of petrol in our country will be used against 
her the day after Rhodesia becomes Zim- 
babwe. Why should she press us to make 
such a state of affairs possible? 


6. But surely things have gone too far, and 
it is now irreversible? 

Millions of words and thousands of 
dollars are expended to make Boobus 
Rhodesians believe that “‘it’s irreversible’. 
The fact is that nothing has happened; the 
whites still rule Rhodesia. You cannot reverse 
something that hasn’t happened! A white 
Parliament gave the ruling party power to 
introduce black co-Ministers and _ the 
beginnings of chaos in government. Parlia- 
ment could revoke this power tomorrow. 
The white still rules. Consider that the 
whites have compelled the blacks to accept 
a postponement of “freedom” until April 
1979. They have compeiled the blacks to 
accept a delay in multi-racial education. 
They have compelled the blacks to accept a 
delay in the repeal of “race laws”. They have 
compelled the blacks to accept the appoint- 
ment of a white to the vacant post of puisne 
judge. All these facts demonstrate that the 
whites still hold power, and that until they 
abdicate the blacks are powerless. Only a 
“Yes” vote is irreversible. 


7. What will happen to our aged, our cripples 
and mental defectives if we vote ““Yes’”? 

A white Minister of the RF gave the 
answer: “They will have to take their 
chances’’. It was an honest answer. A “Yes” 
vote means that we abandon these helpless 
people to the mercy of the blacks. This will 
probably not worry Rhodesians who are 
prepared to destroy their children by making 
them part of a negroid culture, but they 
should realise that this is an inescapable result 
of a “Yes” vote. No doubt money for these 
services will continue to figure in Parliamen- 
tary estimates. After all, the money will 
provide a useful income for members of the 
ruling gang of thugs after “freedom” comes. 
Wholesale Africanisation, embezzlement, 
speculation and the arrogant incompetence of 
Africa mean that the future for these helpless 
people is bleak indeed. They will, as the 
Minister observed, “have to take. their 
chances”. Under a black government their 
chances are mighty slim. 

By the same token, a “‘Yes” vote will 
condemn to death thousands of loyal black 
troops, policemen and government servants. 
These people trusted the whites and served 
them loyally. Their reward will be to be 
handed over to the enemies whom they 
fought on our behalf. 

It can perhaps be argued that if 
Rhodesians wish to destroy their own 


children, eliminate their old and helpless and 
hand themselves over to a black government, 
that is their business. What can never be 
justified is the abject betrayal of thousands 
of loyal blacks to their deadly enemies. 
Perhaps a people who will seriously contem- 
plate such an act deserve to perish. 


8. But what can we do with the whole world 
against us? 

The whole world is not against us. In 
fact, the whole world is trading with us 
through the back door. What more do we 
want? Rhodesians are marked for destruc- 
tion not because of “racial discrimination”, 
not because of their institutions, not because 
of anything they have done or not done, but 
because they are white. No appeasement will 
avail us, no surrender save us. We must rule 
or we will perish. “They must conquer or die 
who have no retreat”. We have none. 


9. But surely we must try to halt communism 
in Africa? 

Why? Our business is to make sure 
that it does not take root in Rhodesia and to 
let the rest of Africa look after itself. How 
will a ‘“‘Yes” vote, that is a surrender to 
Marxism, halt communism in Africa? It 
won't. This is a vicious propaganda line, 
because it argues that to defeat communism 
we must at once concede anything the 
African asks lest he become Communist and 
make the same demand anyhow. This 
specious codswallop is surprisingly successful. 


10. But we have no money and sanctions are 
crippling us. 

We are not short of money. Sanctions 
are not crippling us. We are part of a world- 
wide recession. Sanctions have nothing to do 
with this. We have been generating wealth 
for the last twelve years. We cannot get it 
out of Rhodesia. So where is it? It must be 
here! In fact it is, as recent Government 
loans, provisions of money for townships, 
farm relief and so on clearly show. We have 
all the money we need. The whole world is 
trading with us secretly, and paying for the 
privilege. The lifting of sanctions would not 
alter the trade slump now in being. The 
propagandists tell us that things are tough 
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because of our political situation. This is not 
true. Things are tough because they are 
tough throughout the West, not because of 
sanctions. 


11. If we throw the RF out, who will lead us? 
Nobody knows at present. What we do 
know is that the hour will produce the man. 
History tells us so. When he is needed he will 
be there. So long as he is white and leads a 
government ruling in white interests this will 
suffice. The choice does not lie, as we are led 
to believe, between the RF and a black 
government. There are other parties, each 
with a better solution than black government. 
Only a “No” vote can ensure that these 
policies are considered. A ““Yes’’ vote means 
that no white will ever be able to influence 
political events in this country again. 


12. But of course the Rhodesian black is a 
moderate and knows that he needs us? 

Rubbish! The Rhodesian black is not a 
moderate, he is a black, and he doesn’t know 
that he needs us. One wonders why there are 
so many white ‘moderates’ and why so many 
urge ‘moderation’. When did the moderates 
last win a battle? Would those who advocate 
moderation in politics be satisfied with a 
moderately chaste wife, a moderately honest 
partner or a moderately efficient car? 
Obviously not. Why then is moderation held 
to be the supreme virtue in politics? Even 
the Rhodesian media, all hard at work 
depicting the ‘moderate’ terrorists as gentle 
humanitarians, cannot altogether conceal 
some of the appalling actions of the 
‘moderate’ Rhodesian black. The truth is 
that these acts are committed not by 
“freedom fighters motivated by a burning 
hatred of racial discrimination” but by 
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blacks who have got out of hand and are 
acting like blacks. The liberal myth runs that 
once a Rhodesian black has rested his 
buttocks on a school bench a genetic miracle 
takes place, he becomes ‘moderate’ and 
henceforth in that black there is a white 
fighting to get out. Rubbish! Inside that 
black there is a black, he likes it there and he 
is not going to come out. To hold that the 
black knows that he needs the white is an 
example of white thinking in a black situation, 
and potentially disastrous. To us as whites it 
seems obvious that the black needs us. The 
black does not agree. He is unmoved by our 
civilisation, he doesn’t particularly like it; 
the fruits, by all means, but not the hard 
work and sacrifices which such a civilisation 
demands. 


13. What can we do if a “Yes” vote proves 
to be a mistake? 

Nothing. Nothing at all. In the first 
place you will be disarmed. Conquerors 
always disarm the people they have con- 
quered. By a “Yes” vote Rhodesians will 
admit they are conquered. It will serve them 
right. The point is that once we have given 
our country away we can never recover it by 
force of arms, because we won’t have any. 
Nor can we get it back through Parliament: 
28 whites in a Parliament of 100 can achieve 
nothing. Once Rhodesians vote “Yes” they 
are gone beyond any hope of recovery. Vote 
“Yes” and for you there is no way back. 
Ahead of us lie only the horrors and degra- 
dations inevitable for whites ruled by blacks. 
Yet so successful has the psychological war 
waged against Rhodesians been that they 
may well vote ‘Yes’. Schiller was right 
when he remarked: ‘“‘Against stupidity the 
gods themselves fight in vain”. 
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SIR: Why are we currently witnessing what 
the Church likes to call “dialogue with 
Communism”? Communism has found that 
it vitally needs to use ‘religion’ as part of its 
weaponry. 

Where democracy is supposed to 
prevail, there is no convincing excuse for 
denying the rights of free speech to ‘racists’. 
According to the Marxist philosophy of 
‘egalitarianism’, which asserts that all are 
entitled to equal rights, there is obviously no 
justification for-any one section of society 
being empowered to decide what political 
views any other section of society shall or 
shall not be allowed to hear. 

The only way to get round this 
difficulty is to make certain views “religious 
heresy”. In a society where religion is losing 
its influence, the idea of “religious heresy”’ 
lacks both credibility and force. Thus, while 
the Church will play the Marxist game to 
counteract its shrinking congregation, the 
Bible will be steadily re-interpreted, and 
perhaps drastically re-written, to serve 
Marxist ends. 

R. D. MOLESWORTH 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: In reply to Mr. C. T. Brooks, those of 
us opposed to fluoridation are not with- 
holding the alleged benefit of fluoride from 
those who want it. It is already available to 
them in various forms — tablets, toothpaste, 
oral applications, mouthwash etc. All we ask 
is that the rest of us be left alone. 

Furthermore, the issue is not whether 
fluoridation is safe and effective, but 
whether anyone has the right to use the 
public water supply asa medicinal dispensary. 
Fluoride now — what next? No doctor is 
allowed to treat a patient without that 
patient’s consent, and none but a lunatic 
would treat all of his patients identically in 
an attempt to cure some of them of a 
particular ailment. 

The relevance of thalidomide to the 
fluoridation issue is not that the former is 
a synthetic product, but that it was declared 
to be ‘safe’ by the Department of Health and 
the medical profession, in the same way as 
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they are now claiming fluoridation to be 
safe. Many people know to their cost the 


: worth of that assurance. 


F. BARTER 
Hon. Secretary 
National Pure Water Association 


SIR: The first paragraph of Mr. C. T. Brooks’ 
letter implies that fluoridation of water 
supplies is a proven means of reducing, or 
even preventing tooth decay and that it has 
been demonstrated to be safe. However, 
statistical analysis of test results indicates 
that they are inconclusive and, at best, they 
indicate only a trivial improvement over a 
very narrow age range in children only. 
Moreover there is ample evidence that the 
fluoride used, namely sodium fluoride and 
hydrofluosilicic acid, are dangerous sub- 
stances, the toxicity of which is cumulative. 

Mr. Brooks states that fluoride is a 
naturally occurring element whereas fluoride 
is not in fact an element at all, but is the 
name of a group of compounds containing 
the element fluorine which is itself highly 
toxic and can form an acid which will 
corrode glass. The fact that fluorine com- 
pounds occur in nature has no bearing what- 


soever on their toxicity; many elements 
which occur in nature are toxic as for 
instance, lead and arsenic. 

Mr. Brooks tells us that Goodman and 
Gilman in Pharmacological Basis of Thera- 
peutics, 1965, have concluded that it would 
take 2,200 litres of treated water to produce 
the lethal dose of some _ unspecified 
“fluoride” at a concentration of one part per 
million. In other words the lethal dose is 2.2 
grammes. I suggest that those who wish to 
poison us to get rid of a toxic by-product of 
industry, take a 2.0 gramme dose to prove 
that it is not toxic and if they survive, 
continue the dosage daily thus proving that 
it is toxic at any level. 

The qualifications cited by Mr. Brooks 
do not imply any special knowledge of bio- 
chemistry, general chemistry or toxicology. 
Perhaps he is not aware that it is illegal to 
put sodium fluoride into food because of its 
high toxicity but such is the law that water 
is not classed as food! A major cause of 
tooth decay is refined sugar and products 
made from it. There is no evidence at all that 
tooth decay is caused by shortage of fluorine. 

HARRY ELLISON, M‘Sc., F.R.L.C. 
Stockport, Cheshire 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. You 
could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 
published in the Blackpool Evening Gazette. 


Dunkirk was a startling 
monument to the inherent 
qualities that now lie dar- 
mant within the British 
people and in a country 
almost crippled by strikes 
there is now the need to re- 
kindle the spirit of Dun- 
kirk, because nearly 40 
years later the British 
people are in a much diffe- 
rent frame of mind 

No longer do we appear 
to have the courage and the 
will to be defiant enough to 
say “enough is enough” to 
the red agitators within the 
unions who encourage the 
workers of the country to 
strike at the drop of a hat 
(that is those who can get 
work). 

We have also so-called 
experts and politicians 
with dubious motives. say- 
ing that “one man’s wage 
rise is another mans infla- 
tion " What poppycock! It is 
because the governments of 
late. both Labour and Con- 
servative who in collabora- 
tion with the International 
Bankers and Common Mar- 
ket bureaucrats, have 


printed more and more 
money that bears no rela 
tionship to our countries 
wealth and National pro- 
duct. thereby devaluing the 
pound’s value. 


How many people realise 
that the pound in their poc- 
ket is now worth 2p (a gold 
sovereign. still legal tender 
value £1, costs about 50 
pieces of the paper that we 
now call the £). 


That is what causes infla- 
tion. not wage increases. 


The money supply and 


financial affairs of Britain 
should be nationalised 
under the control of.a 
responsible government, 
not the bankers like the 
IMF The government could 
then create money debt- 
free and pump it into the 
economy at the rate at 
which the people create 
more wealth. 


Put a stop to the flood of 
foreign goods in our high- 
streets. and let's get back to 
producing in Britain the 
goods we desire, ie farm- 


produce, motor cars, 
radios. televisions. fridges, 
clothes etc. the list is 
never-ending This would 
also reduce the unemploy- 
ment problem Let us con- 
sider de nationalising 
some of the ailing indus- 
tries and put them back 
into the hands of the 
responsible industrialists 
who can make them com- 
petitive again 


Above all let us show the 
world, as we have done 
before. that Britain is worth 
fighting for and that our 
spirit of Dunkirk is only 
just taking th rest that we 
shall desperately need if 
we are to defeat the evil of 
international capitalism 
which is promoting spon- 
soring and supporting the 
Communist cause 


ALAN G MACHIN: 
Prospective Parliamentary Candi- 
date National Froat Blackpool 


South 
Bethesda-road 
Blackpool 
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A Visit to the Headmaster’s Study 

A top-level delegation from the Steering 
Committee of the ‘Anti Nazi League’ 
(ANAL) visited Lord Fisher, President of the 
Zionist Board of Deputies of British Jews 
early in January, reports the Jewish Chronicle 
for 26th January. 

The two-man delegation comprised 
Paul Holborrow, ANAL’s Organising 
Secretary and a leading member of the 
Socialist Workers’ Party; and Ernie Roberts, 
ANAL/’s Treasurer, the Marxist Vice-President 
of the Institute for Workers’ Control — a 
former Communist Party member who is 
now the Labour Party’s Parliamentary 
candidate for Hackney North and Stoke 
Newington. 

Holborrow and Roberts are two 
members of the salaried executive triumvirate 
that runs ANAL on a day-to-day basis. The 
third member is Peter Hain, ANAL’s Press 
Spokesman, the former leader of the Young 
Liberals and now a member of the Labour 
Party and of the Marxist Tribune Group. 

Hain was not invited to go to Lord 
Fisher’s office at Woburn House, Bloomsbury, 
because his’ long-standing support for 
Anarchism has led him not only to express 
anti-Israel, pro-Palestinian sentiments, but to 
support the terrorist Palestine Liberation 
Organisation and to help provide platforms 
for PLO guerilla-warfare experts on propa- 
ganda speaking tours in Britain. 

Hain is very touchy about the Board’s 
insistence that he should be excluded from 
the ANAL delegation. He was picked for his 
ANAL job on account of his “good image” 
which enabled him to ‘front’ for the likes of 
Paul Holborrow (not considered respectable 
enough on account of SWP connections) ... 
yet when a top-level delegation is needed to 
try and establish a rapprochement between 
ANAL and a powerful but estranged former 
benefactor, it is he who finds that he is 
persona non grata while the welcome mat is 
laid out for Holborrow! 

Humiliated and angered by this snub, 
Hain made a foolish and hysterical effort to 
try and salvage his standing and silence the 
knocking campaign which Zionists have 
mounted against him. He wrote to the 
Jewish Chronicle (January 5th) threatening 
to issue Writs against any and all who allege 
that he upholds the ‘“‘Nazi-like policy” of 
wanting to “liquidate Israel.” 

» Hain’s bluff was called. The following 
week the Jewish Chronicle published a letter 
from Young Herut Organiser Brian Gordon 
who wrote: “Peter Hain ... is a fervent sup- 
porter of the PLO, to whom the liquidation 
of the Zionist State isa fundamental principle 

. as long as he continues to give support 
and encouragement to the Nazis of the PLO, 


Trouble shooting 


he will remain tarred with their brush.’”’ No 
Writs have been issued by Hain against 
Gordon and the Jewish Chronicle. 

It is not surprising that Ernie Roberts, 
though a Marxist and a Gentile, should be 
welcomed into the Zionist sanctum 
sanctorum in Britain. Roberts openly sup- 
ports the right of Israel to exist as a distinct 
nation state and supports the right of Jews 
outside Israel to preserve their ethnic 
exclusivity. How else would he have secured 
selection as the Labour candidate for 
Hackney North and Stoke Newington (which 
incorporates Stamford Hill!) by the Hackney 
Labour Party which is totally dominated by 
Zionists of the most obnoxiously aggressive 
type? 

At first glance it might seem surprising 
that Paul Holborrow was also welcomed 
along with Roberts, for Holborrow is a 
leading light in the Socialist Workers’ Party 
which claim to have anti-Zionist, anti-Israel 
policies. But on second glance, Holborrow’s 
features and name indicate a Jewish back- 
ground. Furthermore, he does not adopt a 
notably high profile when it comes to 
articulating his party’s anti-Zionist policies. 

Most of the national and many of the 
regional leaders of the SWP are Jewish, and 
of course the party’s founder and chief 
theoretician, Ygael Gluckstein (“‘Tony Cliff”) 
still maintains his Israel passport even though 
he has lived in Britain for decades. 

The most important financial backer 
of the SWP is ‘Sabby’ Sagall, son of City 
financier Joseph Sagall. The Sagall family 
owns the Sagall Press Ltd., owner of the 
Corbridge Works where Socialist Worker was 
printed until last year. Sagall Press Ltd. was 
originally called Jewish People Newspapers 
Ltd. and was founded by Joseph Sagall and a 
fervent Zionist called Israel Narodiczky. 
Narodiczky founded the Narod Press Ltd. 
which prints for the Board of Deputies and 
for the World Jewish Congress! 

In view of all this it is not surprising 
that Lord Fisher did not tremble at the 
thought of hob-nobbing with Holborrow, or 
any other representatives of the SWP! 

During his interview with Holborrow 

and Roberts Lord Fisher (no doubt ably 
assisted by Martin Savitt and Dr. Jacob 
Gewirtz, respectively Chairman and Executive 
Director of the Board’s Defence and Group 
Relations Committee) laid down a series of 
demands which ANAL must comply with if 
it is to have a hope of winning back the 
Board’s patronage: 
1) “The sole purpose of the exercise is to 
destroy the National Front.” (“The exercise” 
presumably refers to the existence of ANAL 
and any relationship which the Board may 
have with it.) 


2) “The Jewish community is the respon- 
sibility of the Board. No approaches may be 
made by the League to Jewish Groups — 
including synagogues — for funds.’’ (Self 
explanatory.) 

3) “There must be no public criticism of 
the Board of Deputies.” (Self explanatory.) 
4) “The League should make clear its 
abhorrence and rejection of anti-Jewish 
activities, under whatever guise, in the 
universities.’ (This refers to the campaign by 
Marxist students at a number of universities 
against Zionism and Israel, and in support of 
the PLO. In a number of universities the 
campaign has resulted in student unions 
dubbing Zionist student societies as 
“racialist”, which in turn has resulted in 
their being denied union recognition and 
financial grants under the National Union of 
Students notorious “No Platform for 
Racialists”’ edict.) 

5) “Those holding official positions or 
who are spokesmen in the League should not 
participate in anti-Zionist, anti-Israel and 
anti-Jewish activities.” (Self explanatory, 
save that the use of the word “spokesmen” 
is a clear reference to the hated Hain, ANAL 
Press Spokesman.) 

In addition to these firm demands 
Lord Fisher went on to “condemn” the 
ANAL tactic of street confrontations with 
the NF; the proposed ANAL ‘Pull the Plugs’ 
campaign whereby NF election broadcasts 
are intended to be blacked out; and the 
obscene and _ violence-promoting ANAL 
magazine for schoolchildren SKAN. These 
“condemnations”, however, were not 
conveyed as essential elements in any possible 
resumption of a relationship between the 
Board and ANAL. They were merely public 
relations gestures to the Police, the broad- 
casting authorities and the non-Marxist press. 

Lord Fisher later announced that he 
had been told his demands would be con- 
sidered by ANAL’s Steering Committee and 
that a reply had been promised by the end 
of January. As this issue of Spearhead goes 
to press I have seen no report of any reply 
from ANAL. 

It must be remembered that ANAL’s 
Steering Committee was appointed by the 
shadowy founders of the movement, not 
elected by its membership. Calls for a 
democratic constitution and an_ elected 
leadership from the floor at ANAL’s first 
annual conference in London last year were 
contemptuously rejected by the Platform as 
expressions of “sectarianism”. 

Now the Steering Committee is faced 
with the problem of trying to accommodate 
the most powerful and singleminded ‘‘sec- 
tarians”’ on the face of the earth: Zionist- 
Jewry! 
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NF A.G.M. 
IN ELECTION 
YEAR IS 


BIGGEST EVER 


THE National Front held its 11th Annual 
General Meeting on Friday 19th and 
Saturday 20th January, setting new records 
in attendance and in funds raised. It was the 
first A.G.M. to be held over two days. At the 
Friday session in the afternoon, held in the 
conference suite of a large London hotel, 
over 200 Regional officials, Organisers, 
committee delegates and members heard 
annual reports from Departments of the 
National Directorate, followed by a 
conference on organisational affairs. 

The main conference day on the 
Saturday, held at the huge Seymour Hall in 
the West End of London, saw the largest 
ever attendance, with 1,000 members 
packed in the hall by the early afternoon. The 
meeting would have been even bigger had 
not bad weather prevented some members 
from the Midlands and the North travelling 
to London. Chairman of the A.G.M. was 
Michael Cowley, a member of the Directorate 
and Regional Agent for South Lancs. & 
Cheshire. 

The first resolution to be debated, 
proposed by members from Merton Group, 
called for the encouragement of NF national 
activities in Scotland, Wales and Northern 
Ireland to mark their national days, in 
addition to the traditional NF St. George’s 
Day march. It also proposed that Common- 
wealth Day should also be marked by a 


national activity which emphasised the 
National Front concept of a British 
Commonwealth of White nations. This 


motion was carried. 

Carried unanimously was a resolution 
proposed by Andrew Brons of the National 
Directorate and seconded by Nicholas Fridd 
which not only called for the death penalty 


Elections Officer Michael Salt gives his report. Seated, left to right: Andrew Brons, Andrew 


Fountaine, John Tyndall, Michael Cowley, Martin Webster and Richard Verrall. 


against all persons convicted of acts of 
terrorism, but also for legislation which 
would make it a serious criminal offence 
“for any persons or bodies within the United 
Kingdom to give aid, either directly or 
indirectly, to those engaged in acts of 
terrorism anywhere in the world, or to be 
affiliated to any international bodies giving 
such aid.” This would, for example, render 
illegal grants to African terrorist groups and 
also outlaw affiliation to bodies like the 
World Council of Churches so long as they 
granted money to terrorists. 

Other subjects debated included the 
reorganisation of local government, 
Northern Ireland, the National Health 
Service, Freemasonry and the closed shop. 
On the latter, the meeting voted with a 
strong majority in favour of legislation 
against attempts to enforce closed shop 
agreements, as well as legislation which 
would forbid financial donations to political 
bodies by trade unions and companies unless 
from a separate fund to which members or 
shareholders voluntarily contributed. 


Some of the 150 NF candidates present at the meeting who crowded to the stage for a group Rosemary Sisson, Chairman of the National 


photograph. Centre, NF Chairman John Tyndall. 
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Lively debate again surrounded the 
issue of abortion, with a resolution proposed 
by Richard Verrall and seconded by Melanie 
Dixon of the Young National Front calling 
for the repeal of the Abortion Act which has 
led to abortion on demand, and for abortion 
to be permitted only on genuine medical 
grounds. The meeting was told that each 
year 130,000 unborn children were 


cremated in hospital incinerators, and that 
this slaughter could not be considered a 
matter of private morality. This motion was 
carried. . 

For the first time an NF Annual 
General Meeting warmly welcomed a speaker 


, 
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Front of Australia, addresses the meeting. 


Le | 


Martin Webster denounces Labour’s attempt 
to intimidate the NF with Race Act 
prosecutions. 


from the NF overseas. Miss Rosemary Sisson, 
Chairman of the National Front of Australia. 
She reported on the growth of the Australian 
NF and the massive, hysterical onslaught of 
the media immediately it became known 
that the NF had been launched there. 

A report by YNF Organiser Joe Pearce 
detailed the remarkable development of the 
Young National Front in its political and 
social activities since its formation a year 
previously at the 1977 Annual General 
Meeting. This was followed by a resolution 
from YNF Chairman Philip Gegan and 
Cambridge undergraduate Nick Griffin 
calling for the formation within the YNF of 
a Students’ Organisation to organise activities 
in colleges and universities, and to nurture 
the future leadership of the party. 

Centrepiece of the Saturday conference 
was the assembling after lunch of as many 
prospective NF General Election candidates 
as were present for press and NF photo- 
graphers. This followed the report of the 
National Elections Officer, Michael Salt, 
who told the meeting that so far around 270 
constituencies were ready to be fought by 
the party in the General Election, well on 
the way to the target of 300 seats. More 
than 150 prospective Parliamentary candi- 
dates crowded to the front of the platform 
for group photographs with NF Chairman 
John Tyndall. 

The liveliest of the debates concerned 
Resolution 9, which called for the National 
Front to participate in the European 
Elections in order to adopt Trojan horse 
tactics and to ensure that the NF won 
publicity with an anti-Market campaign 


A view from the platform showing the huge Seymour Hall packed with delegates 
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rather than independent anti-Market 
candidates. Though the National Directorate 
had already decided by a majority vote not 
to involve the party in EEC elections, it was 
felt that this vital issue should be put before 
the membership. In the event, the A.G.M. 
voted the same way, rejecting NF involve- 
ment in the Euro-Elections both on tactical 
grounds and on grounds of the basic issue of 
principle involved. 

The main resolutions of the afternoon 
were those on economic policy and the Race 
Relations Act. In a resolution proposed by 
John Tyndall, the meeting expressed a vote 
of total no-confidence in the ability of the 
Labour government and of the Opposition 
parties to produce the policies needed for 
Britain’s economic recovery. It called for 
strict controls: on the flood of foreign 
imports as part of a policy of self-sufficiency 
and full employment; state control of the 
money supply; and drastic tax reductions to 
restore incentive to Britain’s producers. It 
rejected ‘incomes policies’ as a means of 
controlling inflation, affirming that inflation 
can only be controlled by government 
control of the money supply in relation to 
national production and the abolition of the 


‘debt system of finance. 


In a resolution proposed by Martin 
Webster the A.G.M. condemned the attempt 


On the platform, 
Martin Webster 
and Richard Verrall 


by the Labour government to intimidate the 
National Front before the election with 
bogus Race Relations Act prosecutions. It 
re-affirmed the party’s determination to 
make ‘Stop Immigration - _ Start 
Repatriation’ a key election issue. The 
resolution was seconded by Helena Steven, 
the NF candidate in the Lambeth Central 
by-election who recently won a tremendous 
victory against the Labour campaign of 
persecution when the attempt to commit 
her for trial on Race Act charges failed in 
the magistrates court. 

The report from the Publicity Depart- 
ment was given by Richard Verrall. In his 
speech he stressed the enormous impact on 
our enemies of the recent publication Lifting 
the Lid Off the Anti-Nazi League, and called 
for a massive propaganda blitz before the 
General Election with the new range of 


Contd. overleaf 


NF Chairman John Tyndall makes his closing 
speech to the meeting 
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the acquisition and development of 
Excalibur House. He stressed that with this 
freehold purchase the company had firmly 
laid the foundations for the future political 
development of the party. 

There then followed Martin Webster’s 
appeal for funds on the traditional Dutch 
auction basis. This produced a collection 
(after a recount!) of record size — £2,054.00! 

The meeting closed with a speech from 
NF Chairman John Tyndall that was a 
rallying call to the party to go forward into 
the great electoral battle this year. The full 
text of that speech is reproduced in this 
issue. The A.G.M. was without doubt the 
biggest and most impressive so far, cementing 
.Solidarity as we approach the election and 
causing our enemies who. thought they had 


Paul Kavanagh, Chairman of NF Properties ™urdered the NF in 1978 to think again! 


Ltd., reports on the acquisition of Excalibur 
House. 


In the 
audience. 
A delegate 
from 


Worthing, 
Sussex, 
Caralyn 
Giles 


recruitment leaflets. 


A speech on National Sovereignty by A study in 
NF Deputy Chairman Andrew Fountaine concentration. 
was followed by a resolution calling for Members listen 
British withdrawal from the EEC, the United to the debate on 


Nations and the International Monetary Euro-Elections 
Fund, and opposing association with any 
institutions aiming to impose supra-national 
control over British affairs. 

Martin Webster, in his speech on 
behalf of the Activities Department, 
emphasised that we had entered an entirely 
new era in terms of the opposition mounted 
by the forces of the establishment against 
the only party which threatened it, the 
National Front. 

The traditional awards were given, 
including the Gold Badges for outstanding 
services to the party which were received by 
the winners from the party Chairman. The 
Branch Recruitment Cup was awarded 


Delegates address 
the meeting. 

Dr. Robert Mitchell 
speaks on the 
National Health 
Service. Melanie 


Dixon, 17, seconds 


jointly to Manchester and Leeds, who had the motion _ 
tied in membership recruitment over the opposing abortion 


previous year. on demand 


Paul Kavanagh, member of the 
National Directorate and Chairman of NF 
Properties Ltd., then reported on one of the Photographs: Ian Newport 
most significant events in the party’s history, 
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